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Sheriffs and Legislators standing together 
against federal attacks on our rights ‘. 


The Anti-Federalist Papers 


A look at the clashes and compromises that gave birth to our form 
of government. (2003ed, 406pp, pb, $7.99) BKAFP 


The Federalist Papers 
A brilliant defense of the Constitution of the United States by 
The : Alexander Hamilton, James Madison, and John Jay. (1999ed, 
A n t |- 606pp, pb, $6.99) BKFP 
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Federalist Colonial Origins of the American Constitution 


“Local government in colonial America was the seedbed of 
American constitutionalism? So begins the introductory essay to 
this landmark collection of 80 documents created by American 
colonists that are the genesis of American fundamental law and 
constitutionalism. (1998, 396pp, pb, $14.95) BKCOAC 


Miracle at Philadelphia 


Catherine Drinker Bowen rediscovers the timeless story of the 
Constitutional Convention of 1787. (1986ed, 346pp, pb, $16.95) BKMP 


View of the Constitution of the United States 
Published in 1803 by a distinguished patriot and jurist, View of the 
Constitution of the United States represents the earliest extended 
commentary on the U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights. Written 
from the perspective that the federal government is an agent of 
a sovereign people, St. George Tucker’s work continues to add to 
our understanding of the Founding Fathers’ original intentions. 
(1999ed, 478pp, pb, $14.95) BKVCUS 
Catherine Drinker Bowen 
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How the Compact for America 
Threatens the Constitution — Reprint 


The constitutional convention (con-con) proposed by the 
Compact for America Initiative would pose an unacceptably 
high risk of damage to the Constitution. This reprint provides 
the information needed to defeat this new con-con initiative in 
state legislatures and Congress. (2013, 8pp., 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 
100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPCFA 


A More Perfect Union 
This motion picture does an admirable job of dramatizing the 
eyents of the Constitutional Convention of 1787. (2006, 120min, 
Cased DVD, $19.95) DVDAMPU 
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Article I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Article II. a well-regulated militia being necessary to the 
security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear arms 
shall not be infringed. 


Article IESE No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered 
in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in time of war, 
but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Article I V, The right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Article VY No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or 
otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of 
a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in 
the militia, when in actual service in time of war or public danger; 
nor shall any person be subject for the same offense to be twice put 
in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case 
to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or 


property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be 
taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Article VI « In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall 
enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of 
the state and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, 
which district shall have been previously ascertained by law, and 
to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be 
confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Article VII. tm suits at common law, where the value in 
controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury 
shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Article VI IT, Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Article IX. the enumeration in the Constitution, of certain 
rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by 
the people. 


Article X. the powers not delegated to the United States by 
the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are reserved to 
the states respectively, or to the people. 
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believe freedom of mobility is as fundamental as our 
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The Lord created man and the animals. 


Nutramax Laboratories, Inc. helps keep His creations thriving! 


The #1 Brand Recommended 
by Orthopedic Specialists* 


“Cosamin®ASU is our most 
advanced formula to combat 
joint discomfort.” 
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Request your FREE 60 capsule bottle 
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and mention The New Amencan. 
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Just Say No: Sheriffs and Legislators Standing 
Together Against Federal Attacks on Our Rights 
by William F Jasper — State and local nullification of 
unconstitutional usurpations of power by the federal government are 
crucial defenses against tyranny. 


POLITICS 

Kerry: The New Secretary of State 

by John F McManus — John Kerry’s nomination for secretary of 
state has been confirmed by the U.S. Senate, despite the fact that 
Kerry's past indicates that he is unsuitable to the assigned task. 


WORLD 

Exploiting Indians to Seize Land 

by Alex Newman — The Brazilian government is following the lead 
of the United Nations and seizing lands purportedly for Indians, but 
its actions are suspect — as are the Obama administration’s. 


BOOK REVIEW 
Exposing the Con Game 


of Man-made Climate Change 

by T. Dan Tolleson — The belief in human-caused climate change 
is difficult to stamp out — even though it’s clearly wrong. This book 
aims to change the belief of everyday people. 
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Instituting the Income Tax 

by Jack Kenny and John Larabell — The passage of the 16th 
Amendment into law caused profound changes throughout the 
United States, and it was not the tax-the-rich plan as presented. 
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Tom Hill, founder of Character First, shares 
practical advice for character-based 
leadership. A must read for any executive or 
manager — it will change your life! 
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Immigration Insanity 


Recently, it has been said that our nation’s 
immigration system is “broken,” and that 
it needs “reform and a “permanent fix.” No 
it doesn’t! We have a wonderfully gener- 
ous immigration policy, which allows 
more than two million immigrants to come 
here every year — legally. 

In fact, the average since 1940 is 2.1 mil- 
lion legal immigrants per year (according to 
Numbers USA). That’s more than all other 
nations of the world combined. 

Criticism of the system, that “it takes 
too long to process immigration papers,” 
is bogus. 

The reason it takes a long time is not 
due to government inefficiency or bad 
policy but the fact that millions of honor- 
able foreigners are ahead of them in line, 
waiting patiently to legally come here. 

That’s the way the system should work. 
And it is precisely those people we want to 
come: the ones who honor, obey, and sus- 
tain the law. We don’t want the ones who 
flaunt the rule of law and disregard proper 
procedure to try and cut ahead of other for- 
eigners who are doing it correctly. If some 
of those folks are already here illegally, 
they must return home and wait their turn. 
That is compassionate and right. 

There is no need for immigration policy 
reform other than to enforce the rules we 
already have in place. It is fair, balanced, 
proper, and treats everyone humanely and 
equally. 

Deported people broke the law, and we 
should continue deporting them until they 
get the message, “In America, we are hon- 
orable citizens and we obey the law.” All 
are welcome here if they can accept that 
premise. There can be no other way. 

CAPTAIN JIM GREEN 
Heber City, Utah 


Money Machines Break 


Our politicians in the United States have 
been printing money, and we have 16-plus 
trillion dollars in debt, not backed by any 
tangible goods. This leads to hyperinfla- 
tion — impoverishing people. In my long 
life, I’ve seen this happen again and again. 

When I was 12 years old, the Yugo- 
slav communists exchanged 5,000 kunas 
of the Croatian quisling government into 
one new dinar in 1945 — with a limit on 
the total quantity exchanged. When I lived 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


and worked in France as a political refu- 
gee given asylum there, Charles de Gaulle 
exchanged 100 socialist francs into one 
new Gaullist franc called NF, short for 
new frank, in the early 1960s. When I ar- 
rived in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, in 1973 on 
a work assignment, it was the day when 
7,000 old cruzeiros were exchanged into 
one new cruzeiro. I was unaware of that 
change when I arrived at the Rio airport, 
and I exchanged a $100 American Express 
check into 700 new cruzeiros. Imagine my 
astonishment when the soup I ordered in 
the restaurant of my hotel listed its price 
on their menu as 14,000 cruzeiros; a fast 
calculation performed by my engineer- 
ing brain translated that price into $200. 
I called the waiter for an explanation — 
“Senor, do not worry. We had no time to 
print new menus the same day they made 
that change into new cruzeiros; the soup 
costs only two dollars.’ And now, in ex- 
pectation of four more years of frantic 
monetary printing in Washington, I am 
getting ready to live through yet another 
inflationary episode and revaluation, and 
Iam wondering: Will it be 10 or 100 old 
dollars for a new one? Also, will there be 
a limit as to how many old dollars can be 
exchanged? 
Marc JErIc, 
Las Vegas, Nevada 


Honest Introspection Needed 


In regard to the article “Genocide & Com- 
munism Threaten South Africa” (Novem- 
ber 5, 2012 issue) wherein South Africans 
are looking to the United States for aid, if 
South Africans think that they are going 
to get liberal Americans (or even the UN) 
interested in violence and injustice against 
South Africans, they are deluded. 

It is hard to get normal people to admit 
they made a mistake. Liberals fancy them- 
selves saints because a long time ago they 
“spoke out against oppression in South Af- 
rica.” Does anyone think they will admit 
that their claim to virtue was a big lie? 

OWEN CAMP 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Former Republican vice-presidential nominee and Congressman 
Paul Ryan told NBC’s Meet the Press January 27 that the Repub- 
lican ideas for spending cuts on social welfare programs would 
have increased the Food Stamp program by 260 percent over a 
decade, instead of the Democrats’ 270 percent. Ryan has never- 
theless been touted by the mainstream media as a solid conserva- 
tive and fiscal hawk. 

Meet the Press host David Gregory pressed Ryan — who 
currently serves as the U.S. House of Representatives Budget 
Committee chairman — for an example of spending cuts he’d 
make that would stop the “takers” in society. Ryan said during 
the presidential campaign that America risked becoming a nation 
of “makers” who work and “takers” dependent upon government 
assistance. “Food Stamps, for example,” Ryan replied, “if our re- 
forms went through, they would have grown by 260 percent over 


the last decade instead of 270 percent. So when you call such 
reforms ‘savage,’ that, I think, does a disservice to the quality of 
debate we need to have.” 

Ryan made no constitutional argument for limiting the federal 
government to its enumerated powers, eliminating any programs, 
or even any year-over-year spending cuts. He also volunteered 
that the federal government should be a big brother to people 
down on their luck under any circumstance: “We want to have a 
safety net. A safety net for the poor, the vulnerable, the people 
who cannot help themselves.” 

Ryan revealed his constitutional ignorance on Meet the Press 
in his discussion on the Democratic-controlled parts of the feder- 
al government. “The President and his party have been in charge 
of Washington during this time. They have not budgeted for four 
years,” he declared. Of course, the president has put out a budget 
plan, and does every year. 

More importantly, the president and his party are not “in 
charge” of spending in Washington, and haven’t been since they 
lost control of the U.S. House of Representatives in the 2010 
elections. The Republican-controlled House has an absolute stop 
on any new spending, which means that the trillion-dollar deficits 
for the past two years have been approved by Republicans as well 
as Democrats. The Republican majority in the House could put a 
stop to deficit spending all by themselves, simply by refusing to 
pass new deficit spending. But House Republicans haven’t even 
proposed doing this. 


Iranian Court Sentences American Citizen to Eight-year Prison Term 


An American citizen who was detained by authorities in his na- 
tive Iran was sentenced on January 27 to eight years in prison by 
an Islamic court. According to the American Center for Law and 
Justice (ACLJ), a Washington, D.C.-based legal advocacy group 
that was lobbying for his release, 32-year-old Christian pastor 
Saeed Abedini, who has been imprisoned in Iran since he was 
taken into custody last September, was convicted by Judge Pir- 
Abassi of Iran’s Revolutionary Court for supposedly threatening 
Iran’s national security because of his leadership in that country’s 
underground church movement. 

“This is a real travesty, a mockery of justice,” said ACLJ’s ex- 
ecutive director, Jordan Sekulow, on January 27. “From the very 
beginning Iranian authorities have lied about all aspects of this 
case, even releasing rumors of his expected release. Iran has not 
only abused its own laws, it has trampled on the fundamentals of 
human rights.” 

Sekulow said it is deeply troubling that “we have a U.S. citizen 
who has been beaten and tortured since his imprisonment last 
fall, now facing eight years in Evin Prison, one of the most brutal 
prisons in Iran.” He added that the pastor, whose American-born 
wife, Naghmeh, and two small children remain in the United 
States, will most likely continue to face “life-threatening torture 
and abuse at the hands of the Iranian regime — simply because 
of his Christian faith.” 


There has been no formal statement from the U.S. State De- 
partment throughout the ordeal. Fox News reported January 25 
that in the week prior to the trial “50 members of the House of 
Representatives signed and delivered a letter to Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton’s office urging her to leave ‘no stone unturned’ in 
her efforts to bring Pastor Saeed back home.” 


Congressman Trent Franks (R-Ariz.) told Fox News, “If our 


own State Department fails to advocate for a U.S. citizen who 
faces injustice in a country that is widely regarded as one of the 
most egregious human rights abusers, then I believe they have 
failed in one of their most fundamental responsibilities to Ameri- 
can citizens. Every U.S. citizen should have the assurance that the 
U.S. government will come vigorously to their defense in a time of 
need, especially when they are unjustly tried in a foreign country.” 


Clinton Testimony on Benghazi Leaves Real Questions Unanswered 


Secretary of State Hillary Clinton came under fire during and after 
her January 23 congressional testimony on the scandal that has be- 
come known as Benghazigate, with Republican lawmakers asking 
some tough questions but getting little in the way of real answers. 

Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) was among the few who sought seri- 
ous answers from Clinton, but he made little progress. “Is the U.S. 
involved in any procuring of weapons, transfer of weapons, buying, 
selling, any how transferring weapons to Turkey out of Libya?” 
Clinton acted surprised — almost as if she did not realize Sena- 
tor Paul was referring to the administration’s well-known and 
well-documented scheme to arm Islamist “rebels” in Syria via 
the Islamist Turkish government, similar to Obama’s lawless 
schemes in Libya. 

Paul then continued, criticizing Clinton for allowing U.S. per- 
sonnel to be placed virtually unprotected in such a dangerous city 
recently ravaged by Obama’s unconstitutional war. “Had I been 
president at the time and I found that you did not read the cables 
from Benghazi ... I would have relieved you of your post,” the 
senator said in one of his most widely quoted remarks. “It was a 
failure of leadership not to be involved. It was a failure of leader- 
ship not to know these things.” 

“We were misled that there were supposedly protests and 
something sprang out of that, an assault sprang out of that and 
that was easily ascertained that that was not the fact,” said Sena- 
tor Ron Johnson (R-Wis.) during the hearing regarding the false 
claims parroted by top Obama officials for days after the tragedy, 
long after the White House knew the truth. “The American people 
could have known that within days.” 

Clinton responded by flailing her arms and screaming with 
feigned disgust. “What difference, at this point, does it make?” 


she asked. “I was pretty occupied about keeping our people safe, 
doing what needed to be done.... I wasn’t involved in the talking 
points process,” she continued. 

Americans are no closer to knowing the truth about what hap- 
pened or what was happening in Benghazi than before the hear- 
ings. Instead, there are numerous, serious questions that remain 
unanswered. The few lonely voices on Capitol Hill that actually 
asked the real questions, however, were celebrated by Americans 
interested in knowing what their government is doing in their 
name and with their money. 


Under ObamaCare, It’s Quit Smoking or Pay the Price — Literally 


Smokers who thought they were getting a sweet deal from 
ObamaCare may want to think twice before lighting up again. 
According to a January 24 Associated Press article, one of the 
many well-concealed provisions of the bill that then-House 
Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) said Congress had to pass “so 
that you can find out what’s in it” could make health insurance 
cost up to 50 percent more for Americans with cigarette habits 
— especially longstanding ones. 

ObamaCare was ostensibly designed to make health insurance 
affordable to Americans. It prohibits insurers from turning down 
or charging more to individuals with pre-existing conditions and 
even certain conditions (such as obesity) that increase the risk of 
health problems. 

However, the one condition that the law does not protect from 
high insurance rates is nicotine addiction — despite the fact that 
smoking is associated with a number of serious health problems in- 
cluding heart disease and lung cancer. In fact, it specifically permits 
insurers to charge higher rates to older smokers than to nonsmokers 
or even younger smokers. Under the law, older adults in general 
may be charged up to triple what younger ones are charged. Smok- 


See 


ers may, in addition, be charged up to 50 percent more than non- 
smokers for their coverage, but younger smokers may be hit with 
a lesser penalty than older ones. Plus, the subsidies the government 
provides to offset the cost of insurance purchased on the individual 
market cannot be applied to the smoking penalty. 

With insurers already being forced to accept individuals with 
pre-existing conditions at (presumably) below-market rates, they 
will have a strong incentive to price out of the market anyone else 
who might prove costly. 

In a free market, of course, insurers would have the option of 
turning down individuals who might prove costly or of charging 
them rates commensurate with their risks. The United States has 
not had such a market for decades; state and federal mandates 
have already grossly distorted the insurance market. ObamaCare 
only piles on more mandates, distorting it even further and mak- 
ing insurance even less affordable. 

Then again, as former Representative Ron Paul likes to say, 
the name of a bill is usually “exactly the opposite of what the bill 
does.” Who, then, can really be surprised that the Affordable Care 
Act fails to live up to its moniker? 
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EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


In Mali, Forces Backed by UN, France, and Obama Slaughter Civilians 
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ummary executions and mass human rights abuses targeting 

innocent civilians in Mali are being perpetrated by soldiers 

loyal to the dubious Malian regime in a campaign supported 
by the United Nations, the new socialist French government, and 
the Obama administration since early January. According to human 
rights groups and witnesses on the ground, the atrocities are increas- 
ing and the number of murder victims continues to rise. 

The regime ruling southern Mali out of the capital city of Ba- 
mako, which seized power in a military coup last year, is cur- 
rently attempting to recapture the northern regions of the country. 
The vast swath of territory in the north was declared independent 
last year by a group of historically oppressed nomadic Tuareg 
rebels armed with weapons obtained from the recent Western- 
backed war on Libya. 

Islamic fighters with various loyalties joined the fight against 
the corrupt central government, too — providing a half-baked 
excuse for the UN, the French government, Obama, and various 
African despots to enter the fray on behalf of the illegitimate 
regime in the south. After the UN Security Council purported 
to “authorize” an international invasion on behalf of the coup- 
installed regime, forces from France openly began their military 
campaign early in January under the guise of fighting “Islamic 
extremism.” 

Obama, the U.K. government, and a motley assortment of Af- 
rican tyrants — most of whom continue to be propped up with 
Western taxpayer money — quickly joined the battle as well. But 
within days of the military operation to crush rebels in the north, 
disturbing reports of gross human rights violations perpetrated by 
Western-backed forces began to emerge from across the region. 

Even in Bamako, where the corrupt regime styling itself the 
“government” of Mali is based, ethnic Tuaregs who have noth- 
ing to do with the secession movement in the north are being 
brutalized. According to reports, their homes are being invaded 
and plundered. Simply failing to produce valid identification 
documents is apparently justification enough to brutalize or even 
murder the victims. 

Even Amnesty International, which has developed a reputation 


as a mouthpiece for the estab- 
lishment, has expressed alarm 
over the crimes perpetrated 
by the Western-backed Ma- 
lian regime. While noting that 
rebels who seized power in the 
north have also been involved 
in human rights abuses, the 
group said forces loyal to the 
illegitimate regime in Bamako 
were engaged in widespread 
and brutal activities too. 

“Malian security forces 
have also committed viola- 
tions of international human 
rights and humanitarian law, 
including the extrajudicial ex- 
ecutions of Tuareg civilians, 
indiscriminate shelling of a Tuareg nomadic camp and killing 
livestock which the nomadic population rely on for survival,” 
Amnesty International said in a January 16 statement. 

While the press has been largely barred from conflict areas by 
the French government, even establishment journalists have doc- 
umented the slaughter by UN-backed forces. A Reuters reporter, 
for example, “saw at least six bodies in two areas of the Walirdi 
district of Sevare. Three of them were lying, partly covered in 
sand, near a bus station and showed signs of having been burned. 
Three more had been thrown into a nearby well.” 

Witnesses who spoke to the Associated Press but asked to re- 
main anonymous gave vivid accounts of the atrocities being per- 
petrated by the Malian regime, which, again, has the full force of 
the Obama administration, the UN, and the socialist government 
in France behind it. According to the sources, Malian soldiers 
were massacring anyone suspected of having ties to the rebels 
in the north. 

“They gathered all the people who didn’t have national identity 
cards and the people they suspected of being close to the Islamists 
to execute them and put them in two different wells near the bus 
station,’ one of the witnesses was quoted as saying by the AP. 
After being dumped in the wells, Malian troops poured gasoline 
on the bodies and set them ablaze, probably to conceal the evi- 
dence of their crimes. 

The coup regime in Bamako has denied the accusations, saying 
it ordered its officers to “respect human rights.” However, French 
Defense Minister Jean-Yves Le Drian, when asked about whether 
he knew of the abuses being perpetrated by the “government” 
his forces are supporting in Mali, said: “There’s a risk” that the 
atrocities are occurring, but that it was up to the Malian regime 
to stop it. 

As countless analysts have pointed out, the current fiasco in 
Mali is simply blowback from the recent destruction of Libya 
during Obama’s lawless UN-approved war there and other U.S. 
“foreign policy” schemes. Even the UN admitted that al-Qaeda 
was able to secure huge stockpiles of military weapons that will 
continue to wreak havoc worldwide for generations. Hl 
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High Court Invalidates Some Obama Recess Appointments 
“[The ruling] reaffirmed that the Constitution is not an inconvenience but 
the law of the land.” 

Claiming that the Senate was in recess when it wasn’t, the Obama admin- 
istration made several “recess” appointments that have now been declared 
null by a U.S. Appeals Court. Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell 
(R-Ky.) applauded the ruling, but the matter will likely reach the Supreme 
Court, where it can be either upheld or overturned. McConnell 


AP Images 


Congress Oks More Giveaways 
“Remember that fiscal-cliff deal Congress OK’d while the country teetered on the brink last week? 
Turns out it included close to $70 billion in special tax breaks and corporate welfare — courtesy of the 
best lobbyists DC has to offer.” 

Members of Congress had no idea what they were approving in the speedy enactment of a measure to 
prevent going off “the cliff” on January 1. A New York Post editorial informed readers of the contents 
of the measure after Congress had approved it. 


Gun-free Zones Attract Killers 

“Tf we finally want to deal seriously with multiple-victim public shootings, 
it’s time we acknowledge a common feature of these attacks: with just a single 
exception — the attack in Tucson last year — every public shooting in the 
U.S. where more than three people have been killed since at least 1950 has oc- 
curred in a place where citizens are not allowed to carry their own firearms.” 
A former economist and the author of More Guns, Less Crime, John R. 
Lott, Jr. continues to offer reasons why the post-Newtown frenzy to create 
more restrictions on the right to keep and bear arms should be ignored. 


John R. 
Lott, Jr. 


Federal Reserve Sends Profits to U.S. Treasury 

“The Federal Reserve sent a record $88.9 billion in profits to the Treasury Department in 2012. The 
remittance to Treasury topped the previous record of $79.3 billion [sent] in 2010.” 

Writing in the Wall Street Journal, Kristina Peterson explained that the Fed earns interest on the dol- 
lars it creates out of thin air and then lends to the federal government. No figures are given about how 
much more of its ill-gotten gains the Fed keeps. The American people pay for all of this money creation 
and the interest generated after lending it. 


Teachers Flock to Get Firearms Training 

“The original intent was to simply offer free firearm training to 24 teachers in order to show that teachers 
could be an effective deterrent to mass murder in schools.” 

In its January 9 statement, Ohio’s Buckeye Firearms Association reported that over 1,000 teachers 
signed up for firearms training after the killing spree in Newtown, Connecticut. 


He Left Congress but He’s Still Speaking Out 
“Our problems don’t result from a lack of spending. They result from a lack of vision and a profound 
misunderstanding of the single biggest threat to every man, woman and child: the federal debt.” 

In a recent posting of his weekly message, Ron Paul continues to alert Americans about the looming 
disaster that will occur if federal indebtedness isn’t properly addressed. 


No Need for Any New Measure to Combat Climate Change! 

“A lot of you press me on: ‘Where’s the bill on climate change?’ There 
doesn’t have to be a bill. I’m telling you right now, EPA has the authority in 
the transportation sector, the electricity sector, and the industrial sector under 
the Clean Air Act [to do everything that legislation might otherwise do].” 
Speaking to her liberal supporters, Senator Barbara Boxer (D-Calif. ) gave 
assurance that draconian measures to address global warming and other 
highly questionable environmental issues can be imposed without a need 
for any new laws. & Barbara 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus Boxer 
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JUST SAY NO 


Sheriffs and legislators standing together 


against federal attacks on our rights 
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State and local nullification of unconstitutional usurpations of power by the federal 
government are crucial defenses against tyranny. 


by William F. Jasper 


“The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohib- 
ited by it to the States, are reserved to the 


States respectively, or to the people.” 
— 10th Amendment of the Bill of Rights 


tate legislators, county sheriffs, 
S« state governors are saying, 
“Enough!” Unconstitutional over- 
reach by politicians and bureaucrats in 


Washington, D.C., has set the stage for 
multiple showdowns with state and local 


10 


government officials who vow to exercise 
their constitutional prerogatives to oppose 
usurpations of the federal government on 
issues ranging from the REAL ID Act and 
ObamaCare to infringements on the right 
to keep and bear arms. 

President Obama’s release, on January 
16, of his comprehensive plan for a new 
wave of national gun controls has made 
the Second Amendment the immediate 
flashpoint of the growing “nullification” 
movement in the states. Issued one month 
after the Sandy Hook Elementary School 
shooting in Newtown, Connecticut, the 


president’s push for firearms restrictions 
clearly is an attempt to capitalize on public 
grief over that shocking massacre to jump- 
start a moribund gun-control movement 
that has been unable to make any recent 
headway in Congress. Entitled “Now is 
the time: The president’s plan to protect 
our children and our communities by re- 
ducing gun violence,” the 15-page White 
House program proposes an array of ex- 
ecutive and congressional actions that it 
says are “common-sense steps to reduce 
gun violence.” 

Liberty-minded advocates, however, 
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were quick to point out that what Presi- 
dent Obama refers to as common-sense 
proposals, our Founding Fathers would 
have denounced as blatant usurpations 
by a dictatorial executive. On January 16, 
the same day that President Obama re- 
leased his “Now Is the Time” plan, Sena- 
tor Rand Paul (R-Ky.) announced that he 
would be introducing legislation the fol- 
lowing week to oppose any of President 
Obama’s executive orders that unconsti- 
tutionally attempt to implement new na- 
tional gun controls. 

Appearing on Fox News with Sean 
Hannity, Senator Paul pointed out that 
there are several of the president’s execu- 
tive orders “that appear as if he’s writing 
new law,” which would be an executive 
trespass on the legislative powers of Con- 
gress and a violation of the Constitution’s 
separation of powers. “I’m afraid that 
President Obama may have this ‘king 
complex’ sort of developing, and we’re 
going to make sure it doesn’t happen,” he 
told Hannity. 

Some state legislators and county sher- 
iffs, however, are not waiting for federal 
legislators like Senator Paul; neither are 
they confident that Congress will adequate- 
ly respond to President Obama’s new ef- 
forts to impose more firearms restrictions. 
In fact, many are concerned that Congress 
itself, responding to pressure from the 
major media and President Obama’s bully 
pulpit, may enact unconstitutional infringe- 
ments on the Second Amendment. 

Within hours of President Obama’s 
press conference announcing his new gun 
control push, state legislators in Wyo- 
ming, Texas, Missouri, Oklahoma, Ten- 
nessee, Iowa, South Carolina, Indiana, and 
other states were initiating efforts to “nul- 
lify” any attempts by federal authorities 
to enforce those restrictions in their states. 
They are not merely talking about state 
resolutions expressing disapproval of fed- 
eral encroachment, but actually making it 
a criminal offense for agents of the federal 
government to attempt to enforce what the 
states determine to be illegal, unconstitu- 
tional usurpations of power. Wyoming’s 
H.B. 0104, the “Firearm Protection Act,’ 
for example, threatens federal officials 
with up to five years in prison and $5,000 
in fines if convicted of attempting to en- 
force unconstitutional statutes or decrees 
infringing on the gun rights of Wyoming 
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citizens. Missouri and Texas 
have similar legislation pending. 

“We want to get things ahead 
of the game,’ Republican state 
Representative Kendell Kroeker, 
the primary sponsor of the Wyo- 
ming bill, told the online Huff- 
ington Post. “We take the Second 
Amendment seriously in Wyo- 
ming.... If the federal government 
is going to pass laws taking back 
our rights, it is our right as a state 
to defend those rights.” 

“We’re a sovereign state with our own 
constitutional form of government,” Rep. 
Kroeker told the Associated Press. ““We’ve 
got a right to make our laws, and if the fed- 
eral government is going to try to enforce 
unconstitutional laws on our people and 
take away the rights of Wyoming citizens, 
then we as a state are going to step up and 
make that a crime.” 

Wyoming state Senator Larry Hicks, a 
cosponsor of the legislation, cited the 10th 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, which 
reserves all powers not specifically granted 
to the federal government to the states or 
the people. The nullification bill, he added 
in an interview with the Washington Exam- 
iner, will send a message to federal politi- 
cians considering further infringements on 
the rights of his constituents. 


Pant" hes / 


, 
>> 


3 
, oa 


AP Images 


President Barack Obama surrounded himself with children when he announced his anti-gun 


Appearing on Fox News with Sean 
Hannity, Senator Paul pointed out, 
“I’m afraid that President Obama 


may have this ‘king complex’ sort of 
developing, and we’re going to make 
sure it doesn’t happen.” 


“It says that your one-size-fits-all so- 
lution doesn’t comport to what a vast 
majority of the state believes,” Senator 
Hicks told the paper. He also noted that 
state lawmakers were receiving e-mails in 
support of the bill from all across Ameri- 
ca and that citizens were urging their own 
states to take similar action. “I don’t think 
this is controversial in Wyoming at all... 
I fully expect this bill to pass.” 

In anticipation of President Obama’s 
anti-gun measures, Mississippi Governor 
Phil Bryant sent a letter to state lawmak- 
ers on January 16 urging them to “im- 
mediately pass legislation that would 
make any unconstitutional order by the 
President illegal to enforce in Missis- 
sippi.” Citing widespread concerns over 
“our sacred rights as Americans,” the 
governor noted that “several states have 


agenda, to project an image of himself as caring about children, during a January 16 White House 


news conference. 
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introduced similar measures and I believe 
will be successful in preventing this over- 
reaching and anti-constitutional violation 
of our rights as American citizens.” 

County sheriffs across the country have 
also thrown down the gauntlet regard- 
ing federal infringement of the Second 
Amendment in their jurisdictions. Sheriff 
Glenn Palmer, now in his fourth term as 
chief law-enforcement officer of Grant 
County, Oregon, is one of a growing num- 
ber of sheriffs who have publicly stated 
their intention to uphold their oaths of of- 
fice to the point of defying and resisting 
illegal federal usurpations. 

In a letter dated January 16 to Vice 
President Joe Biden, whom President 
Obama appointed to head a “task force on 
gun violence,” Sheriff Palmer, a veteran 
of nearly 30 years in law enforcement, and 
before that of four years in the U.S. Air 
Force, stated: 


I too, have taken the Oath of Office 
to defend and uphold the Constitution 
for the State of Oregon as well as the 
Constitution of the United States. I 
take my duty and responsibility seri- 
ously. The citizens of Grant County 
have entrusted and empowered me to 
represent them. We have a history with 
customs and cultures that will support 
and defend the Second Amendment 
as well as the Oregon Constitution. 
The Oath that I swore to is to support 
and defend our constitutions from en- 
emies, both foreign and domestic. 

I will not tolerate nor will I per- 
mit any federal incursion within the 
exterior boundaries of Grant County, 
Oregon, where any type of gun con- 
trol legislation aimed at disarming 
law abiding citizens is the goal or 
objective. 


Wyoming’s H.B. 0104, the “Firearm 
Protection Act,” for example, threatens 
federal officials with up to five years in 


prison and $5,000 in fines if convicted 

of attempting to enforce unconstitutional 
statutes or decrees infringing on the gun 
rights of Wyoming citizens. 


“As Sheriff for Grant County, Oregon,” the 
letter continues, “I too will publicly state 
that I will refuse to participate, or stand 
idly by, while the people I represent are 
made into criminals due to your unconsti- 
tutional actions.” 

By February 1, similar letters and 
statements had been issued by 242 sher- 
iffs, including Sheriff Gil Gilbertson of 
Josephine County, Oregon; Sheriff Tim 
Mueller of Linn County, Oregon; Sheriff- 
Coroner Adam Christianson of Stanislaus 
County, California; Sheriff Denny Pey- 
man of Jackson County, Kentucky; Sher- 
iff John D’ Agostini of Eldorado County, 
California; Sheriff Dean Wilson of Del 
Norte County, California; Sheriff Thomas 
Allman of Mendocino County, Califor- 
nia; Sheriff Mike Downey of Humboldt 
County, California; Sheriff Scott Mascher 
of Yavapai County, Arizona; Sheriff Stan 
Hilkey of Mesa County, Colorado; Sheriff 
Robin Cole of Pine County, Minnesota; 
and Sheriff Blake Dorning of Madison 
County, Alabama. 

County commissioners and 
police chiefs are also register- 
ing their firm opposition to 
federal infringement of the 
Second Amendment. Reece 
Daniel, chief of police in 
Jacksonville, Texas, is among 
those who have spoken out. 

“Gun control does not 
work,” Chief Daniel said in 
an e-mail to the Jacksonville 
Progress. “Tf it did, Chicago 
and Washington D.C. would 
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Obama’s “king complex”: Sen. Rand Paul (R-Ky.) says, “I’m afraid that President Obama may 
have this ‘king complex’ sort of developing,” and he has introduced legislation to block Obama’s 
unconstitutional gun grabs. 


have no violent crime. In fact, while 
having some of the most draconian gun 
laws in the U.S., both cities have a higher 
murder and robbery rate than most other 
cities.” 

Chief Daniel said he is a constitution- 
alist and believes in the Second Amend- 
ment right to keep and bear arms without 
interference from the government. “Noth- 
ing I saw in the President’s unilateral ac- 
tion today will deter criminals but will 
interfere with law abiding citizens’ rights 
under the Second Amendment,” Daniel 
said. “In short, it was Washington poli- 
tics as usual and will do nothing to solve 
gun crime.” 

Gilberton Borough Police Chief Mark 
Kessler in Pennsylvania has gone further 
than Chief Daniel, requesting officials in 
his borough to pass an ordinance or resolu- 
tion nullifying any unconstitutional attacks 
on the unalienable rights of residents. 

In a phone interview with THE NEw 
AMERICAN, Chief Kessler detailed his 
proposed “Second Amendment Preserva- 
tion Ordinance,” which would prevent any 
federal or state infringements on the right 
to keep and bear firearms, accessories, or 
ammunition within the jurisdiction. If ap- 
proved, the resolution, citing the U.S. and 
Pennsylvania constitutions, would nullify 
any unconstitutional acts purporting to re- 
strict gun rights. 

“We want to nullify any and all rules, 
regulations, and acts against the Second 
Amendment or our freedoms. We need 
to say this is unconstitutional, we need to 
stick together, and we need to get our mes- 
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Upholding the law: Sheriff Richard Mack 
(above) founded the Constitutional Sheriffs and 
Peace Officers Association. By February 1 the 
CSPOA website posted that 242 sheriffs had 
announced opposition to Obama’s gun control. 


sage out there. We’re not going to stand 
for this anymore,” Kessler explained. “We 
want to do this peacefully, we don’t want 
any kind of violence whatsoever — I’m 
totally against that — I just want to see 
a peaceful resolution to this. And under 
the Tenth Amendment, hopefully we can 
accomplish this through the nullification 
process.” 


The Rule of Law 

Predictably, to the extent that this issue 
has been covered at all by the mainstream 
media, many — if not most — of the sto- 
ries have bent over backward to cite legal 
experts who summarily dismiss the nullifi- 
cation efforts as unconstitutional, foolish, 
and even dangerous. “A sheriff does not 
get to decide whether laws are constitu- 
tional,’ said CNN’s Senior Legal Analyst 
Jeffrey Toobin. “Unless a court invalidates 
a law, he’s obligated to enforce it.” 

The online Huffington Post quoted 
Jeffrey Fisher, a Stanford University law 
professor, who said Wyoming’s proposed 
state law violates the Constitution. “It is 
elementary,’ said Fisher, “that a state can- 
not pass a statute that blocks enforcement 
of an otherwise enforceable federal law.” 

Two of the far-left organizations quoted 
by much of the liberal media, the “Think 
Progress” blog and MediaMatters.org, 
both trotted out the usual “supremacy 
clause” argument that supposedly renders 
attempts at nullification unconstitutional. 
“The constitution actually stipulates that 
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federal law ‘shall be the supreme law of 
the land,’” Annie-Rose Strasser asserted at 
ThinkProgress.org. 

Strasser is citing, of course, from Ar- 
ticle VI, Paragraph 2 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. But like so many others who bring up 
this supposed trump card, she is quoting 
selectively and deceptively. Here is the 
full text of the relevant paragraph: 


This Constitution, and the Laws of 
the United States which shall be made 
in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties 
made, or which shall be made, under 
the Authority of the United States, 
shall be the supreme Law of the 
Land; and the Judges in every State 
shall be bound thereby, any Thing in 
the Constitution or Laws of any State 
to the Contrary notwithstanding. 


Note that when we unpack the text that it 
says several things: 1) The U.S. Constitu- 
tion is “the supreme Law of the Land”; 2) 
federal laws “which shall be made in Pursu- 
ance” of the authority granted in 
the Constitution shall likewisebe . 
“the supreme Law of the Land”; 
3) treaties made “under the Au- * 
thority of the United States,” 
shall also be “the supreme Law 
of the Land”; and 4) if a federal 
law or treaty comports with the 
restrictions and powers granted 
in the U.S. Constitution, then — 
and only then — does it trump 
state laws and constitutions. 

Is this our own peculiar inter- 
pretation of Article VI? Not at 
all. Allow us to introduce Alex- 
ander Hamilton, who addressed 
this matter authoritatively in 
The Federalist, No. 33, where 
he noted: 


If a number of political so- 
cieties enter into a larger po- 
litical society, the laws which 
the latter may enact, pursu- 
ant to the powers intrusted 
to it by its constitution, must 
necessarily be supreme over 
those societies, and the in- 
dividuals of whom they are 
composed.... But it will not 
follow from this doctrine 
that acts of the large society 


which are NOT PURSUANT to its 
constitutional powers, but which are 
invasions of the residuary authorities 
of the smaller societies, will become 
the supreme law of the land. These 
will be merely acts of usurpation, and 
will deserve to be treated as such. 


The emphasis Hamilton places on “NOT 
PURSUANT” appears in the original 
text. And he goes on to reemphasize this 
point in the text immediately following. 
He continues: 


Hence we perceive that the clause 
which declares the supremacy of the 
laws of the Union, like the one we 
have just before considered, only de- 
clares a truth, which flows immedi- 
ately and necessarily from the institu- 
tion of a federal government. It will 
not, I presume, have escaped obser- 
vation, that it EXPRESSLY confines 
this supremacy to laws made PUR- 
SUANT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


No nonsense: Sheriff Glenn Palmer sent Vice President 
Biden a letter saying, “I will not tolerate ... any type of gun 
control legislation aimed at disarming law abiding citizens.” 
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As this is such an important issue that has 
been so widely and repeatedly misrepre- 
sented by such “experts” as Professors 
Toobin and Fisher and Ms. Strasser, we 
will ask the reader to bear with several 
other appeals to authority that provide a 
contrary and convincing view. Again, we 
recur to The Federalist, this time No. 27, 
which was also written by Hamilton. He 
states plainly, using the term “Confed- 
eracy” as synonymous with the federal 
government: 


It merits particular attention in this 
place, that the laws of the Confed- 
eracy, as to the ENUMERATED and 
LEGITIMATE objects of its juris- 
diction, will become the SUPREME 
LAW of the land; to the observance 
of which all officers, legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial, in each State, 
will be bound by the sanctity of an 
oath. Thus the legislatures, courts, 
and magistrates, of the respective 
members, will be incorporated into 
the operations of the national gov- 
ernment AS FAR AS ITS JUST AND 
CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
EXTENDS. 


“AS FAR AS ITS JUST AND CONSTI- 
TUTIONAL AUTHORITY EXTENDS.” 
Once more, the emphasis is Hamilton’s. 
This is all the more noteworthy inasmuch 
as Hamilton was the federalist who is 
most associated with arguing in favor of 
a strong central government. Yet even he 
clearly affirms that under our constitution- 
al system no act of Congress, much less a 
presidential executive order, that violates 
the “enumerated and legitimate” powers 
granted by the states to the federal gov- 
ernment in the Constitution can be valid. 
Whenever the president, the Congress, 
or the courts trespass beyond where their 
“Just and constitutional authority extends,” 
they are, says Hamilton, “merely acts of 
usurpation, and will deserve to be treated 
as such.” 

We call on Hamilton again to explain 
to the constitutionally challenged pro- 
fessors, commentators, legislators, and 
jurists of our present day why it is that 
not every federal “law” is to be given the 
respect due to “the supreme law of the 
land.” Hamilton, in The Federalist, No. 
78, instructs thusly: 


14 


“Supremacy” flaws: Founding Fathers Alexander Hamilton (right) and James Madison explain in 


The Federalist that federal laws are not valid unless made “pursuant” to the powers delegated by the 


Constitution. 


There is no position which depends 
on clearer principles, than that 
every act of a delegated authority, 
contrary to the tenor of the commis- 
sion under which it is exercised, is 
void. No legislative act, therefore, 
contrary to the Constitution, can 
be valid. To deny this, would be to 
affirm, that the deputy is greater 
than his principal; that the servant 
is above his master; that the repre- 
sentatives of the people are superior 
to the people themselves; that men 
acting by virtue of powers, may do 
not only what their powers do not 
authorize, but what they forbid. 


That should be clear enough — even for 
professors, politicians, and bureaucrats. 
In short, the federal government has only 
those delegated and enumerated powers 
specified in the Constitution. “The pow- 
ers delegated by the proposed Constitu- 
tion to the federal government are few and 
defined,” averred James Madison in The 
Federalist, No. 45. “Those which are to 
remain in the State governments are nu- 
merous and indefinite.” Those delegated 
powers are enumerated chiefly in Article 
I, Section 8 of the Constitution. When the 
federal government (the deputy, the ser- 
vant) exceeds these delegated powers and 
usurps pretended authority to lord it over 
the states and the people (the principal, the 
master), its legislation is void and invalid, 
says Hamilton. So too concurred all the 
Founding Fathers. 

What does one do when faced with a 


federal law or regulation that manifestly 
violates the Constitution? We return to 
Hamilton, who, in The Federalist, No. 
78, explains: 


If there should happen to be an irrec- 
oncilable variance between the two, 
that which has the superior obliga- 
tion and validity ought, of course, to 
be preferred; or, in other words, the 
Constitution ought to be preferred to 
the statute, the intention of the people 
to the intention of their agents. 


Again, the principle is very simple: The 
people (the principal, the master), acting 
through their representatives, the states, 
have created a compact, the Constitution, 
through which they have delegated very 
limited powers to the federal government 
(their agent, their servant). The Constitu- 
tion is superior to, and takes precedence 
over, federal law if the two are in conflict. 

But who is to decide if and when a 
federal law (or regulation or executive 
order) violates the Constitution? Critics 
of state and local nullification efforts say 
the federal courts, and ultimately the U.S. 
Supreme Court, should make this deci- 
sion. True, normally, when the individual 
states see a piece of federal legislation or 
a federal program or regulation as being a 
usurpation of power or in some other sense 
a violation of the U.S. Constitution, the 
usual course of action is to challenge the 
offending act in court. This has been done 
many times; and many times the federal 
courts have indeed sided with the states 
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and have struck down federal legislative 
or executive actions. But is suing in fed- 
eral court the only option the states and 
the people have against usurpations by the 
federal government? 

Historian Thomas Woods, author of 
several New York Times best-sellers on his- 
tory, economics, and politics, points out in 
his 2010 book Nullification: How to Re- 
sist Federal Tyranny in the 21st Century 
that the states have another time-tested, 
effective, honorable means of responding 
to onerous federal overreach: state nul- 
lification. Dr. Woods argues, along with 
James Madison, Thomas Jefferson, and 
other Founders, that those who claim only 
the federal judiciary may judge whether a 
federal law has invaded powers reserved to 
the states under the U.S. Constitution have 
stood our “compact theory” of govern- 
ment on its head. Claiming that the U.S. 
Supreme Court, a branch of the federal 
government, has the sole and final say on 
the extent of federal power is preposter- 
ous, says Woods. 

“Jefferson’s concern, 


” 


Woods ex- 


plained at a Campaign for Liberty rally, 
“was that if we say the federal govern- 
ment has a monopoly on interpreting the 
Constitution, what do you think is going 
to happen? This is not brain surgery. If 
they have a monopoly on interpreting the 


Constitution, they’re going 
to interpret it in their own 
favor. Surprise! Then we all 
scratch our heads and won- 
der, ‘Why has the govern- 
ment gotten so completely 
out of control?’” Woods 
utilizes this analogy: “If 
you enter into a contract 
with somebody, never, ever 
would you say that the other 
party in the contract can ex- 
clusively interpret what it 
means.... Obviously, if only 
one party in a contract can 
interpret it, it’s going to interpret it in its 
own favor!” 

In their compact (the Constitution), 
the states yielded certain limited por- 
tions of their sovereignty to the Union, 
the federal government, but reserved the 
vast majority of their sovereign powers 
to themselves, so as to be able to restrain 
the agent they had created. Woods cites 
on this matter, for example, James Madi- 
son’s famous Virginia Report of 1800, in 
which the Founder recognized that the 
federal judiciary might also present a 
danger and that, therefore, the parties to 
the compact (1.e., the states) have a right 
to judge whether a federal act violates the 
Constitution. Said Madison: 
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crime. In fact, while having some of the 
most draconian gun laws in the U.S., both 
cities have a higher murder and robbery 
rate than most other cities.” 


The resolution [of 1798] of the Gen- 
eral Assembly [of Virginia] relates 
to those great and extraordinary 
cases, in which all the forms of the 
Constitution may prove ineffectual 
against infractions dangerous to the 
essential right of the parties to it. 
The resolution supposes that danger- 
ous powers not delegated, may not 
only be usurped and executed by the 
other departments, but that the Judi- 
cial Department also may exercise or 
sanction dangerous powers beyond 
the grant of the Constitution; and 
consequently that the ultimate right 
of the parties to the Constitution, to 
judge whether the compact has been 
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Near unanimity: Twenty-eight of Utah’s 29 county sheriffs signed a letter opposing President Obama’s assault on the Second Amendment and 


defying federal attempts to infringe on it. 
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“Gun control does not work,” Chief Daniel 
said in an e-mail to the Jacksonville 
Progress. “If it did, Chicago and 
Washington D.C. would have no violent 


Utah Sheriffs Association 
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Mississippi Governor Phil Bryant asked state 
lawmakers to pass legislation to “make any 
unconstitutional order by the President illegal 
to enforce in Mississippi.” Other states are 
doing likewise. 


dangerously violated, must extend to 
violations by one delegated author- 
ity, as well as by another, by the ju- 
diciary, as well as by the executive, 
or the legislature. 


Nullification = Chaos and Bloodshed? 
Among the many inflammatory charges 
hurled by critics of state opposition to 
usurpations of power by the federal gov- 
ernment is the claim that state nullification 
efforts will lead to anarchy and violence. 
A common dismissive refrain is that “the 
Civil War settled the issue of nullifica- 
tion,” implying that state rights now, such 
as they may exist, are merely whatever the 
federal government may define and deter- 
mine them to be, and that resistance to 
Washington, D.C., in these matters is not 
only futile, but subversive, seditious, and 
dangerous, possibly tantamount to court- 
ing a new Civil War. 

But is servile submission or armed re- 
bellion the only option for Americans? Is 
there not another, principled, peaceful al- 
ternative available? Happily, yes, and one 
that is already proving effective: de facto 
nullification. On issues ranging from the 
REAL ID Act to firearms freedom to 
medical marijuana laws, many states are 
openly defying unconstitutional usurpa- 
tions by the federal government. And 
guess what? The sky has not fallen; the 
world has not ended. Neither anarchy nor 
civil war has ensued. 

Do you remember the REAL ID Act of 
2005? Passed by a Republican Congress 
and signed by President George W. Bush, 
this wrongheaded response to the 9/11 
terrorist attacks represents a huge usur- 
pation of power by Washington. Like the 
Patriot Act and so much other legislation 
that has drastically expanded the reach 
and power of the federal government in 
the name of fighting terrorism, it sweeps 
aside state sovereignty and reserved pow- 
ers. The law states that “a federal agency 
may not accept, for any official purpose, 
a driver’s license or identification card 
issued by a State ... unless the state is 
meeting the requirements of this section.” 
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This meant that by May 2008, states were 
going to have to issue federally approved, 
national ID drivers’ licenses. 

But the states have not knuckled under; 
more than half have told Washington, 
D.C., to drop dead. It’s going on five 
years since that “deadline” passed and 
seven years since the law was enacted, 
but the federal Department of Homeland 
Security (DHS) has been forced to reis- 
sue several new deadlines because so 
many states are refusing to “obey” the 
federal “master.” 

In its latest humiliation on this matter, 
the DHS, on December 20, 2012, issued 
a press release commending the 13 states 
that it has determined are in compliance 
with the REAL ID Act and announcing 
that it will grant the remaining 37 non- 
compliant states a “temporary deferment” 
of an unspecified length of time in order to 
come into compliance. 

And our Founders intended that the 
states would retain their bite, not become 
mere toothless, yapping curs. If enough 
states and local governments offer resolute 
opposition to illegal federal encroachments, 
the would-be fed- 
eral despots would be 
forced to back down. 
Fisher Ames, one 
of our distinguished 
Founders and an elo- 
quent Federalist, told 
the Convention of 
Massachusetts: 
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just SAV NO? 


A consolidation of the States would 
subvert the new Constitution, and 
against which this article is our best 
security. Too much provision can- 
not be made against consolidation. 
The State Governments represent the 
wishes and feelings, and local inter- 
ests of the people. They are the safe- 
guard and ornament of the Constitu- 
tion; they will protract the period of 
our liberties; they will afford a shelter 
against the abuse of power, and will 
be the natural avengers of our vio- 
lated rights. 


James Madison addressed these concerns 
in The Federalist, No. 39, and likewise 
posited that the states would be the guard- 
ians against consolidation: 


An entire consolidation of the States 
into one complete national sovereign- 
ty would imply an entire subordina- 
tion of the parts.... But as the plan of 
the convention aims only at a partial 
union or consolidation, the State gov- 
ernments would clearly retain all the 
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rights of sovereignty which they be- 
fore had, and which were not, by that 
act, EXCLUSIVELY delegated to the 
United States. 


Opponents of state nullification claim that 
state legislators who support such efforts 
are being foolish (or worse) for attempting 
to bring the federal juggernaut to heel. But 
Alexander Hamilton, in The Federalist, 
No. 26, argues that the state legislatures 
are one of the crucial checks and balances 
of our system. He writes: 


The State legislatures, who will al- 
ways be not only vigilant but suspi- 
cious and jealous guardians of the 
rights of the citizens against en- 
croachments from the federal gov- 
ernment, will constantly have their 
attention awake to the conduct of 
the national rulers, and will be ready 
enough, if any thing improper ap- 
pears, to sound the alarm to the peo- 
ple, and not only to be the VOICE, 
but, if necessary, the ARM of their 
discontent. [Emphasis in original. ] 


The Founders recognized, however, that 
ultimately, even state legislators would 
only be actuated to stand firm for state 
rights against encroachments from the 
federal government as long as the people 
themselves maintained a “vigilant and 
manly spirit.” 

In The Federalist, No. 57, Madison 
answers an important question regarding 
what is to restrain Congress from violating 
the rights of the people. He responds: 


I answer: the genius of the whole 
system; the nature of just and consti- 
tutional laws; and above all, the vigi- 
lant and manly spirit which actuates 
the people of America, a spirit which 
nourishes freedom, and in return is 
nourished by it. 


To Yield or Not 

The federal leviathan is steadily devour- 
ing the rights of the states and the people. 
Under the National Defense Authorization 
Act (NDAA), American citizens have been 
virtually stripped of protections against 
summary arrest and indefinite detention. 


Under ObamaCare, a huge portion of our 
national economy is being commandeered 
by federal bureaucrats and the states risk 
becoming mere administrative units of 
the all-intrusive, all-encompassing fed- 
eral medical state. Federal agencies now 
claim the right to tap, collect, and store 
all of our electronic communications and 
to keep us under surveillance 24/7. The 
federal TSA is determined to expand its 
invasive groping practices from airports to 
all public transportation facilities, even to 
roadblocks on highways and city streets. 
The people and the states not only 
do not have to yield to this relentless 
federal onslaught; it is our duty as free 
Americans to resist this onslaught and 
roll back the federal government to the 
confines that the Constitution imposes. 
The Constitution is not self-enforcing; it 
requires that “vigilant and manly spirit” 
on our part that Madison referred to and 
found so praiseworthy. We can exercise 
that spirit by initiating and/or supporting 
nullification efforts by state and local of- 
ficials aimed at curtailing federal usurpa- 
tions and preserving our liberties. Hl 
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Kerry: The New Secretary of State 


John Kerry’s nomination to be secretary of state has been confirmed by the U.S. Senate, 
despite the fact that Kerry’s past indicates that he is unsuitable to the assigned task. 


The man: Though John Kerry’s past indicates he may not have the characteristics that the official 
duties of secretary of state require — business acumen, honesty, integrity, and good judgment 
— he has the attribute desired by the powers-that-be: He’s a committed globalist. 


by John F. MeManus 


n January 29, 2013, the Senate 
@) confirmed former Massachusetts 

Senator John Kerry to succeed 
Hillary Clinton as our nation’s secretary 
of state by a vote of 94 to 3. 

In nominating Kerry, the president said 
of him that his “entire life has prepared 
him for this role” and that he will not 
“need a lot of on-the-job training.” 

For those who are hazy on the job and 
duties of the secretary of state, the sec- 
retary is head of the U.S. Department of 
State and the Foreign Service, who advises 
the president on matters relating to U.S. 
foreign policy, negotiates with other na- 
tions, and is responsible for the activities 
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of the U.S. government overseas, while 
accomplishing the stated goals of the De- 
partment of State: 

¢ Promoting peace and stability in re- 
gions of vital interest; 

¢ Creating jobs at home by opening 
markets abroad; 

¢ Helping developing nations establish 
investment and export opportunities; 

¢ Bringing nations together and forging 
partnerships to address global problems, 
such as terrorism, the spread of commu- 
nicable diseases, cross-border pollution, 
humanitarian crises, nuclear smuggling, 
and narcotics trafficking. 

To accomplish the stated mission, one 
would assume that the secretary of state 
would be a person with a lot of private 
business experience who has the best in- 


terests of Americans at heart, a person 
of known integrity — whose word can 
be trusted — and a figure who exercises 
exceptional personal judgment and isn’t 
prone to taking polarizing positions. 

Is John Kerry that person? 

In nominating Kerry for the position, 
Obama recalled Kerry’s past, noting that 
his nominee for our nation’s top diplo- 
matic post “served with valor in Vietnam.” 
And Kerry’s time in Vietnam really does 
highlight whether he has the qualifications 
to be secretary of state, although not in the 
manner implied by the president. 

John Kerry, a Navy lieutenant, arrived 
in-country with a movie camera, which he 
used to document his every effort for use 
in future runs for political office (footage 
that he uses frequently). During his four 
months in the war zone, of which one 
month was training, Kerry managed to 
receive three Purple Hearts, a Silver Star, 
and a Bronze Star — an amazing accom- 
plishment, made even more incredible by 
the fact that he didn’t legitimately earn 
any of them. 

The truth behind Kerry’s medals was 
provided by John O’Neill and Jerome 
Corsi in their 2004 book Unfit For Com- 
mand: Swift Boat Veterans Speak Out 
Against John Kerry. O’Neill, a Swift 
Boat veteran, served alongside Kerry in 
Vietnam and supplied many of the details 
about the future senator’s conduct in the 
war zone. He and numerous other veterans 
quoted in the book confirmed that Kerry 
deftly worked the system, knowing full 
well that acquiring three Purple Hearts 
meant he could leave Vietnam early, be- 
fore the normal year in the battle zone that 
was expected of all who served. 

Kerry’s service consisted of command- 
ing one of the Swift Boats, the small but 
speedy craft whose crew totaled six and 
whose assignment included patrolling riv- 
ers and bays where the Viet Cong were 
operating. His first Purple Heart came 
after he obtained a self-inflicted nick in 
his arm, the result of his firing a grenade 
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at a suspected Viet Cong combatant. The 
grenade exploded near Kerry himself, and 
one of its tiny fragments hit him. There 
was no enemy fire, a requirement for re- 
ceiving a Purple Heart. And the minuscule 
piece of shrapnel in his arm was removed 
with tweezers, followed by placement of 
a small band-aid over the area. But he 
worked the system and received the award. 

The second Purple Heart came after 
Kerry had ordered the use of psychologi- 
cal operations (piping messages via loud- 
speaker into an enemy-held area) rather 
than obeying orders given to him to attack 
a village controlled by the Viet Cong. His 
supposedly heroic leadership resulted in 
an enemy attack on his own comrades 
when his men should have been attack- 
ing. He received another minor wound 
on this occasion, but claimed that “blood 
[was] running down the deck” of his boat, 
an account later vociferously denied by 
several of the men who participated in the 
incident. 

Purple Heart number three resulted 
from Kerry’s dishonest account of being 
wounded by a mine explosion. In actual- 
ity, he was wounded by a second, poor use 
of hand grenades. Attempting to destroy 
a cache of rice that had been captured 
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» 
History that helps and haunts: In campaign runs, John Kerry regularly touts his military service 


from the Viet Cong, he and one of his men 
tossed grenades at the rice, quickly real- 
ized they were too close to their target, and 
dove for cover. According to the man who 
participated in the effort and described it 
as “hilarious,” bits of rice hit Kerry in the 
buttocks. A wound worthy of receiving a 
Purple Heart? Of course not! But when 
Kerry reported that the wound in his but- 
tocks came from a mine explosion while he 
was heroically chasing enemy combatants, 
he succeeded in gaining the award — and 
a Bronze Star to boot. With three Purple 
Hearts, he presented himself to superiors 
for early release from the combat area and 
was sent back to the United States. 

O’ Neill and Corsi also claimed, ‘“‘Ker- 
ry’s Silver Star would never have been 
awarded had his actions been reviewed 
through normal channels.” Taking credit 
for the exploits of other Swift Boat crews 
during one incident, Kerry claimed that 
his courage and daring included beaching 
his boat, surprising and routing “a score 
of enemy soldiers,” capturing their weap- 
ons, and pursuing enemy combatants. But 
according to several men who were there, 
it was the crew from another boat that ac- 
complished these deeds. Kerry and his 
boat arrived after the action had occurred, 
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commanding a Swift Boat. But testimony from fellow Swift Boat crewmen about his actions in 
Vietnam went a long way toward defeating him during his presidential run in 2004. 
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in and as they reported, he shot a fleeing 
Viet Cong soldier in the back, wrote up his 
own version of the incident, and won the 
high honor as a result. None of the men 
who actually carried out the mission re- 
ceived an equivalent Silver Star. 


Soon after Kerry arrived back in the Unit- 
ed States, he affiliated with the Vietnam 
Veterans Against the War (VVAW). Its 
leader, a man named Al Hubbard, had ties 
to the Black Panthers, the pro-communist 
Coalition for Peace and Justice, and the 
Trotskyite Socialist Workers Party. Ap- 
pearing in scruffy fatigues (defying pro- 
tocol that called for either full uniform or 
civilian clothes), Kerry appeared before 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
led by left-wing Senator J. William Ful- 
bright (D-Ark.) on April 22, 1971. Sport- 
ing ribbons depicting the medals he’d won 
(though military personnel never wear rib- 
bons on fatigues), he recounted a litany of 
“war crimes” supposedly being committed 
on a regular basis by American forces. Of 
his fellow service personnel, he claimed: 


They told stories at times they had 
personally raped, cut off ears, cut off 
heads, taped wires from portable tele- 
phones to human genitals and turned 
up the power, cut off limbs, blown up 
bodies, randomly shot at civilians, 
razed villages in a fashion reminis- 
cent of Genghis Khan, shot cattle and 
dogs for fun, poisoned food stocks, 
and generally ravaged the country- 
side. 


These crimes, he said, were carried out on 
“a day-to-day basis with the full aware- 
ness of officers at all levels of command.” 
He even claimed on a Meet the Press in- 
terview a few days prior to his Senate tes- 
timony that he, too, had “committed the 
same kind of atrocities.” In sworn testi- 
mony, he therefore not only claimed that 
the alleged war crimes were systematic 
and routine, but he indicted himself as one 
of the criminals. However, in a 2004 ap- 
pearance on Meet the Press when he was 
a candidate for the presidency, he back- 
tracked and admitted that the charges he 
had made three decades earlier were not 
true, that they “were the words of an angry 
young man.” 
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Kerry’s fraudulent (by his own admis- 
sion) condemnation of all who served in 
Vietnam wasn’t his only crime. He told 
the Fulbright Committee that he went to 
Paris — while the war was still raging — 
to meet with Madame Nguyen Thi Binh, 
a high-ranking member of the communist 
Viet Cong government. He then urged 
President Nixon to accept Madame Binh’s 
offer to end the war and return U.S. POWs 
if her demands were met. 

Any American citizen who negotiates 
with officials of another government — 
especially one representing an enemy dur- 
ing wartime — has broken the law. Kerry, 
already a favorite among the leftist estab- 
lishment, was never charged. Instead, his 
treachery received favorable coverage, 
including placement on more than one 
occasion of his photo on the front page 
of the Daily World, the official communist 
newspaper in America. In Vietnam, cap- 
tured American soldiers and airmen were 
being tortured for not confirming John 
Kerry’s lies. 

Paul Galanti, a Navy pilot who spent 
seven years in North Vietnam’s prisons, 
has bitter memories of having Kerry’s re- 
marks repeatedly aimed at him by his cap- 
tors. Calling Kerry a “traitor” after being 
released, the ex-POW accused Kerry of 
breaking “a covenant among servicemen 
never to make public criticisms that might 
jeopardize those still in battle or in the 
hands of the enemy.” He believes that “the 
Vietnam memorial [in Washington, D.C.] 
has thousands of additional names due to 
John Kerry.” 

One day after providing his testimony 
to the Senate committee, Kerry and fellow 
protesters conducted a demonstration on 
the steps of the U.S. Capitol. One after an- 
other, they threw their medals over a fence 
into a bin marked “trash.” Years later, he 
said he tossed only ribbons, not the actual 
medals. But the message that he no longer 
wanted to be associated with his supposed 
heroism was clear. Yet he has displayed 
those medals — or duplicates — in his 
Senate office a short distance from the 
Capitol. 

In 1984, while facing a serious chal- 
lenge for an open U.S. Senate seat from a 
businessman, he claimed during his cam- 
paign that “all decent Americans reject” 
The John Birch Society’s positions. This 
writer, as the society’s official spokesman, 
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Majoring in being a misfit: In testimony before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee in 1971, 
John Kerry claimed that U.S. soldiers commonly raped, tortured, and killed civilians. Years later 


he admitted that he made the whole thing up. 


emphatically challenged his statement at 
a packed press conference called by the 
organization. At the conference, retired 
Major General George S. Patton, the son 
of the famous World War II leader, asked 
to speak. His carefully chosen condem- 
nation of Kerry included his belief that 
Kerry’s anti-war activities “caused some 
of my guys to die” because the enemy had 
been energized after hearing what Kerry 
had offered. Patton, who commanded 
large contingents of American forces dur- 
ing the combat, added: “There is no soap 
that can wash that blood off his hands.” 

Not surprisingly, Kerry has remained 
a hero to the communist government in 
Vietnam. In Ho Chi Minh City (formerly 
Saigon), there is a “War Remnants Mu- 
seum” whose displays include a photo 
showing Kerry being warmly greeted by 
Do Muoi, the general secretary of the 
Communist Party of Vietnam. Taken dur- 
ing Kerry’s visit to Vietnam in 1993 when 
he was a member of an official U.S. del- 
egation supposedly seeking information 
about POWs who never came 
home, its significance lies in 
its placement honoring those 
who helped the communists 
achieve victory. 


to hold membership in the secretive order 
of Skull and Bones (S&B). There are plenty 
of college clubs, societies, and fraternities, 
but none as clandestine as S&B. This se- 
crecy would hardly be a concern except for 
leaks about the group and its members pro- 
vided by several articles and books. 

Every year, 15 of Yale’s best and bright- 
est soon-to-be seniors are selected for 
membership in S&B. What is known about 
the group has come from articles by Steven 
M.L. Aronson (Yale ’65) in FAME maga- 
zine and Ron Rosenbaum (Yale ’68) in 
Esquire. Books reporting some of what oc- 
curs behind S&B’s closed doors and what 
its members do after graduation include 
Antony Sutton’s 1983 America’s Secret Es- 
tablishment: An Introduction to the Order 
of Skull and Bones and Alexandra Robbins’ 
2002 Secrets of the Tomb. These exposés 
provide glimpses into the bizarre rituals 
and suspected pledges that have marked the 
group since its founding in 1832 by wealthy 
Yale student William H. Russell. 

Over the years, S&B members have in- 


Kerry managed to receive three Purple 
Hearts, a Silver Star, and a Bronze Star — 


an amazing accomplishment, made even 


A graduate from Yale Univer- 
sity in 1966, Kerry was one of 
the select few from his class 


more incredible by the fact that he didn’t 
legitimately earn any of them. 
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cluded three presidents (Taft, Bush I, and 
Bush II), and a long list of the powerfully 
placed, such as Supreme Court justices, 
senators, governors, university heads, 
Cabinet officials, foundation leaders, 
business executives, mega-bankers, media 
heavyweights, and CIA officials. 

In 2004, the top two candidates for U.S. 
president were both S&B members. Asked 
about the “secret society” during an ap- 
pearance on Meet the Press, incumbent 
George W. Bush laughed and said, “It’s 
so secret we can’t talk about it.” Chal- 
lenger John Kerry was questioned about 
the meaning of his membership during an 
earlier appearance on the same TV pro- 
gram. His sole response was, “Not much, 
because it’s a secret.” 

Kerry’s affinity for secret organizations 
was demonstrated again by his acceptance 
of membership in the Council on Foreign 
Relations in 1992. The most powerful gen- 
erator of America’s policies for decades, 
the CFR holds important closed-door 


meetings and requires all who attend to re- 
fuse to divulge what takes place. The orga- 
nization is a veritable fountain of interna- 
tionalism at the expense of independence, 
and mushrooming government that ig- 
nores limitations on its power contained in 
the U.S. Constitution. Even more than the 
“good old boy” Skull and Bones network, 
CFR members support the aspirations and 
deeds of their fellows. And if Kerry listens 
to the promptings of his fellow CFR mem- 
bers, which he almost surely will, he will 
throw his weight behind the United States 
going to war at the president’s whim, or 
the United Nations’ call, or a directive 
from the UN’s NATO stepchild. Nor will 
he move to cut back or eliminate U.S. mili- 
tary presence in 130 nations, or eliminate 
government programs and agencies that 
aren’t authorized in the Constitution. 
Additionally, as Obama’s seemingly 
ideal candidate as secretary of state, one 
would assume that Kerry has a host of 
business experience. Such is not the case. 


John Kerry’s questionable judgment: As a U.S. senator during the war in Nicaragua, John Kerry 
went out of his way to help Sandinista leader Daniel Ortega (left), who had close ties with Fidel 
Castro (right) and Russia’s leaders. Since then Kerry has aided other totalitarian leaders. 
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Before acquiring a seat in the U.S. Sen- 
ate, Kerry tried more than once to win a 
place in the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives. He never succeeded. His desire for 
acquiring a political base shifted to state 
government, where he won appointment 
as a county assistant district attorney in 
1976. He left that post in 1979 to start a 
private law firm. But ever yearning for a 
government job, he obtained one in 1982 
when he won election as Massachusetts 
lieutenant governor in the administration 
of Governor Michael Dukakis. When poor 
health forced U.S. Senator Paul Tsongas 
not to run for reelection in 1984, Kerry 
jumped into the race to succeed him and 
won that coveted post in November of 
that year. He has been elected repeatedly 
ever since. 

And in his position as senator, he has 
not demonstrated either wisdom in his for- 
eign policy actions or a sense high moral 
ethics. One of his first acts as a senator saw 
him journey to Nicaragua in 1985 with 
leftist lowa Senator Tom Harkin (D) to ne- 
gotiate with and support President Daniel 
Ortega and his pro-communist Sandinista 
regime, overlooking Ortega’s well-known 
close ties to Cuba and the USSR. They 
returned from Nicaragua with the anti- 
American leader’s offer of a cease-fire in 
that nation’s internal struggle if the United 
States would cease support for the anti- 
communist Contra effort. 

The Reagan administration character- 
ized the Kerry-Harkin venture as “pro- 
Sandinista propaganda.” When Congress 
did eventually vote against further aid 
to the Contras, Ortega immediately flew 
to Moscow to demonstrate who his real 
friends were, and the leaders of the So- 
viet government gave him a $200 million 
loan. Congress later responded to Ortega’s 
brashness with a $27 million aid package 
for the Contras while the struggle for con- 
trol of Nicaragua continued. 

Kerry’s affinity for leftist dictators has 
not abated. In 2009, Kerry went to bat for 
extreme leftist Manuel Zelaya, the leader 
in Honduras who was an ally of Venezu- 
ela’s America-hating Hugo Chavez and 
a favorite of Fidel Castro. Zelaya had 
been legally ousted from office but re- 
fused to leave. The Honduran Supreme 
Court and an array of other Honduran 
officials, including some from Zelaya’s 
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own political party, backed his ouster. 
John Kerry sought to block a fellow sena- 
tor from traveling to Honduras to affirm 
the court’s decision, and he even tried to 
block publication of conclusions issued 
by our own nation’s Library of Congress 
saying that the Honduran court had acted 


properly. 


Voting Record 

Kerry usually comes down on the leftist 
and internationalist side. In 2003, he was 
rated as the Senate’s top liberal by the Na- 
tional Journal. This magazine’s “Freedom 
Index,” a congressional scorecard based 
on the U.S. Constitution, regularly shows 
his voting record to be disdainful for the 
document he has repeatedly sworn to up- 
hold. In the last Congress (2011-2012), for 
instance, he earned a dismal score of 13 
percent in our index. 

In 2002, he voted to give President 
George W. Bush the authority to go to war 
against Iraq — if the president decided 
that that action was “necessary and appro- 
priate in order to ... enforce all relevant 


United Nations Security Council resolu- 


tions regarding Iraq.” Of course, the Unit- 
ed States should not go to war to enforce 
UN dictates, and under the U.S. Constitu- 
tion the decision to “declare war” belongs 
to Congress and cannot be transferred to 
the president. 

He initially opposed ratification of the 
1997 Kyoto Protocol that would have se- 
verely impacted our nation’s productivity, 
but followed that commendable stance 
with sharp criticism of President George 
W. Bush for not combating global warm- 
ing, the main provision in the Kyoto pact. 

On the domestic scene, Kerry has long 
been a supporter of abortion rights, same- 
sex marriage, and gun control. He opposes 
privatization of Social Security and wants 
to end capital punishment. In 2008, he 
voted for the TARP bailout that supplied 
hundreds of billions to the administra- 
tion’s favorite banks and corporations. 
Among other measures receiving Kerry’s 
“yes” vote during just the past five years, 
the record shows his support for debt limit 
increases, more funding for education 
(when federal involvement is clearly a 
major cause of its sorry record), amnes- 
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ty for illegal immigrants, more power for 
the EPA, foreign aid in the face of huge 
indebtedness, funding for UN “peace- 
keeping” missions, the absurdity known 
as “cash for clunkers,” extension of the 
freedom-compromising Patriot Act, aid 
to North Korea, and funds for the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund and the Export- 
Import Bank. Earlier, he backed creation 
of NAFTA and supported Most Favored 
Nation trade status for China. 

Some of Kerry’s significant “no” votes 
include his opposition to auditing the Fed- 
eral Reserve, offshore drilling for oil and 
gas, and repeal of ObamaCare. 

What can be expected of John Kerry 
as secretary of state? If his past is any 
guide to his future, he will continue sur- 
rendering our nation’s independence via 
internationalist entanglements, especially 
within the United Nations. He will extend 
legitimacy to unworthy leaders through- 
out the globe. He will add to the wrong- 
headed policy of meddling in the affairs 
of other nations. And he will bow to the 
wishes of the secret societies of which he 
is a member. 
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Local residents in Mato Grosso, 
who held valid property deeds 
but were evicted anyway, examine 
the ruins of former homes and 
businesses after the military 
destroyed their towns. . 


A Aprossum 


to Seize Land 


The Brazilian government is following the lead of the United Nations and seizing lands 
purportedly for Indians, but its actions are suspect — as are the Obama administration’s. 


by Alex Newman 


n May of last year, the United Nations 
“Special Rapporteur on the Rights of In- 
digenous People,” James Anaya, ended 
his “fact-finding” mission to the United 
States with a shocking conclusion: Ameri- 
cans should return vast tracts of land to Na- 
tive Americans, including the iconic Mount 
Rushmore in South Dakota. Such a move, 
he claimed, would help put the U.S. govern- 
ment closer into compliance with the so- 
called UN Declaration on the Rights of In- 
digenous Peoples — a controversial scheme 
that President Obama endorsed in 2010. 
Suspicion, unsurprisingly, ran rampant 
because the UN and many of its member 
regimes are famous for hostility toward 
private property. They are openly seeking 
to curtail those rights using a variety of 
seemingly unrelated mechanisms. Chief 
among those tools is the drive for so-called 
“sustainability,” which THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN magazine has spent considerable 
space exposing. It now seems, however, 
that past injustices against Native Ameri- 
cans have been added to the UN toolbox 
for advancing its controversial anti-prop- 
erty rights agenda. 
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After decades of negotiations, the UN 
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous 
Peoples was adopted in 2006 by the dicta- 
tor-dominated UN “Human Rights Coun- 
cil” before being sent to the global body’s 
General Assembly, which approved it in 
2007. Four national governments — Aus- 
tralia, Canada, the United States, and New 
Zealand — originally opposed the move, 
but it was approved by the vast majority 
of governments around the world. All four 
opponents eventually relented. Still, it was 
hardly uncontroversial. 

Article 26 of the document, for exam- 
ple, purports to mandate the recognition 
and return of indigenous peoples’ lands 
that are now lawfully owned by other 
citizens. “Indigenous peoples have the 
right to the lands, territories and resources 
which they have traditionally owned, oc- 
cupied or otherwise used or acquired,” the 
document states, a position that several 
governments criticized when refusing to 
support the declaration. 

While much of the document is aimed, 
on the surface at least, at giving indigenous 
populations full control over their own af- 
fairs in most areas (under UN guidance), 


Article 29 goes on to say that national 
governments “shall establish and imple- 
ment” so-called environmental protec- 
tion and conservation schemes on Indian 
lands — two key mechanisms exploited by 
opponents of private property, economic 
development, and national sovereignty to 
infringe on individual rights. 

Obama publicly announced that his ad- 
ministration supported the UN declaration 
at the end of 2010, and with millions of 
Native Americans living within the United 
States, analysts say the implications could 
be far-reaching. 

Now, despite the fact that the U.S. Sen- 
ate never ratified the agreement, Obama 
will apparently seek its implementation. 
“The United States intends to continue to 
work so that the laws and mechanisms it 
has put in place to recognize existing, and 
accommodate the acquisition of addition- 
al, land, territory, and natural resource 
rights under U.S. law function properly 
and to facilitate, as appropriate, access 
by indigenous peoples to the traditional 
lands, territories and natural resources 
in which they have an interest,” a State 
Department statement about the UN deal 
acknowledged. 
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According to the announcement, the 
Obama administration had already ac- 
quired more than 34,000 acres of land 
for Indians — a 225 percent increase 
from 2006. “The Obama Administra- 
tion has also made extensive efforts to 
resolve longstanding Native American 
legal claims against the United States 
and private entities related to lands, natu- 
ral resources.” 

It’s noteworthy that essentially the en- 
tire territory of the United States was once 
occupied by Native Americans. But, for 
now, the Obama administration claims that 
it will “interpret” the UN declaration to 
mean lands and territory that Indians “cur- 
rently possess,” a position that is at odds 
with the clear language in the international 
agreement. But it is realistic that someday, 
property owners could be expelled from 
their land under the guise of returning it to 
Indians. It’s already happened elsewhere 
in the world with UN guidance. 


At the end of 2012, federal Brazilian po- 
lice and military personnel, some wearing 
UN insignia, forcibly relocated whole com- 
munities in Brazil at gunpoint, purportedly 
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to return huge tracts of land to a handful 
of Indians whose ancestors allegedly lived 
there at some point. Thousands of uprooted 
residents, who had lived there for decades 
or were even born there, fought back, 
and critics say the government’s actions 
smacked of Stalinism and may constitute 
crimes against humanity. Authorities, how- 
ever, marched on, undeterred. 

Like the Obama administration, the 
executive branch of government in Bra- 
zil also signed the UN indigenous people 
declaration under fierce international pres- 
sure. And while the agreement has not 
been ratified by the Brazilian Congress, 
the government is still acting as if it were 
in force. According to a document posted 
on the UN website issued by Brazilian au- 
thorities and global agencies: “To apply 
the Declaration in Brazil there is no need 
for it to become law or for it to be ratified 
by Congress because Brazil already signed 
the Declaration at the UN Assembly.” 

The same UN official who called on 
the U.S. government to return Mt. Rush- 
more to Indians is also working closely 
with the Brazilian government. In May 
of 2012, meanwhile, a representative of 
Brazil went to give the Permanent Forum 
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Former Brazilian President Luiz “Lula” da Silva (far right), a founder of the Foro de Sao Paulo — a 
collection of socialists, communists, and terrorists — poses with (from right) tyrants Raul Castro and 
Hugo Chavez, and socialist President Evo Morales. South America is increasingly being collectivized. 
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on Indigenous Issues in the UN Economic 
and Social Council an update on the gov- 
ernment’s progress in implementing the 
agreement. Ambassador Regina Dunlop 
assured the global body that Brazilian 
authorities were making progress but that 
more work needed to be done, saying that 
effective implementation of the declara- 
tion required “coordinated efforts at all 
levels and branches of the State.” 


When the controversial operation to create 
an “Indian reservation” began in Novem- 
ber in the state of Mato Grosso by expel- 
ling all non-Indians, citizens opposed to 
being stripped of their property and homes 
did everything in their power to stop the 
assault — setting up roadblocks; battling 
heavily armed federal forces with stones, 
sticks, and Molotov cocktails; torching 
government trucks; protesting; and re- 
fusing to leave. Others cried as they tore 
down their own lowly houses and shacks 
under armed guard. During much of the 
operation, the press was barred from enter- 
ing the area, with police threatening jour- 
nalists. However, information did eventu- 
ally get out — complete with pictures and 
video evidence. 

Reporters on the scene and even federal 
lawmakers suspected bloodshed would 
occur as the conflict intensified in the final 
days, and more than a few locals actually 
ended up in the hospital. The government, 
however, had already vowed to expel the 
communities at any cost, threatening 
those who refused to comply with crimi- 
nal charges and even confiscation of what 
little remained of their personal property. 
Rubber bullets, tear gas, and threats of real 
bullets and prosecution were all employed 
to forcibly remove the locals, whom the 
government continually dehumanized as 
“invaders” and “intruders.” They were, of 
course, neither. 

Some 400,000 acres of land in the state 
of Mato Grosso, with numerous towns — 
at least one of the communities in Estrela 
do Araguaia was home to an estimated 
7,500 residents complete with churches, 
schools, a hospital, a graveyard and more 
— was handed to a small band of nearby 
Indians by official decree. Property own- 
ers’ deeds were nullified and no compen- 
sation was offered. Authorities began the 
forced evictions late last year after giving 
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Encouraging unrest: With the tacit encouragement of Brazilian authorities and the UN, Indians have 
been increasingly invading private farms and ranches in an effort to seize ever-larger tracts of land. 


existing residents just 30 days to vacate 
their land “voluntarily.” Most refused to 
go, but the government would not take no 
for an answer. 


In the Suia Missu area that was evicted, 
about 3,000 people who lived in the town 
of Posto da Mata, including some 700 
schoolchildren, are now homeless after 
the government, using brute force, finally 
got its way. 

“Where are we going to stay? Where are 
we going to live? What are we going to 
live off of? What are we going to eat going 
forward?” wondered a tearful girl outside 
one of the town’s two schools in a TV in- 
terview. “I’ve lived here all my 17 years 
and I’m not leaving.” 

An eight-year-old boy, also crying, 
read a letter to Brazilian President Dilma 
Rousseff, a “former” self-described com- 
munist terrorist, asking her not to let the 
police knock down his family’s house. 
Rousseff and her government, however, 
appeared unmoved. The boy’s home is 
almost certainly nothing but a pile of 
rubble at this point — bulldozers, many 
marked with UN logos, have been tearing 
down the houses as quickly as possible 
even as the now-former residents con- 
tinue trying to petition the government 
for their land back. 

“The federal government is sticking to 
the judicial decision with firmness and se- 
renity,’ Chief Minister Gilberto Carvalho 
with the General Secretariat of the Presi- 
dent said in a press release as the battles 
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were raging between heavily armed fed- 
eral forces and poor farmers armed with 
sticks and stones. “Violent and illegal ac- 
tions will not be tolerated and adequate 
measures are already being taken.” 

Political leaders of the affected commu- 
nities who spoke to the press also sounded 
resolute and undeterred. The mayor of S40 
Félix do Araguaia, Filemon Limoeiro, a 
farmer whose town was literally wiped off 
the map, called on local residents to pro- 
test. “I invite everyone to come with me 
to take down the Brazilian flag, which is 
an embarrassment for all of us,” he said of 
the flag, stamped with “order” and “prog- 
ress” across it. “Those who agree, please 
join us.” 

After the crowd, including many chil- 
dren, finished pulling down the flag, other 
protesters poured gasoline on it and set it 
on fire. “We are not terrorists, we are rural 
people,” shouted some of the residents 
quoted in local news reports as the flag 
was desecrated. 

The protests would likely have been 
even more vocal if not for the intimida- 
tion. Media outlets in Brazil reported that 
authorities had been threatening those who 
spoke out with jail time. Two local asso- 
ciations for ranchers and livestock owners, 
for example, were reportedly coerced into 
not openly supporting resisters. The gov- 
ernment used threats of arrest and pros- 
ecution for encouraging or participating in 
obstructing the forced relocation scheme. 
Some locals reported threats of extrajudi- 
cial assassination. 

State lawmaker Baiano Filho in Mato 


Grosso, though, supported the demonstra- 
tions, adding that his colleagues did as 
well. “The act [of burning the Brazilian 
flag] has the support of our state assembly, 
our whole state legislature, because we 
lawmakers understand that what is hap- 
pening here is a grave injustice,’ he was 
quoted as saying in the media, chastising 
the federal government’s forced eviction 
schemes. 

Even at the federal level, lawmakers 
were speaking out. Congressman Valtenir 
Pereira, for instance, warned a top execu- 
tive branch official that the violent expul- 
sion of families and communities risked 
damaging Brazil’s image and reputation in 
the world. “I told him that the internation- 
al community is aware of the problem. We 
are running the risk of allowing bloodshed 
to occur. The conflict has already started, 
we’ve had incidents between police and 
locals who did not want to leave the area,” 
he said. “I also said that this conflict can 
become a blood stain on the presidency. 
President Dilma and her vice president 
cannot let this happen, otherwise they will 
stain Brazil’s image internationally. The 
solution depends only on the president.” 

In the end, residents, outgunned and 
totally surrounded, gathered what they 
could carry or load onto their old trucks 
and left to live in nearby refugee camps at 
schools, in make-shift huts made of sticks 
and tarps, or with friends and family else- 
where. Thousands of families were dis- 
placed. The ones who could took some of 
the wood from their houses, roofing tiles, 
windows, and doors, hoping to rebuild 
somewhere else someday. 

“What’s happening here is a great in- 
justice being perpetrated by Dilma’s gov- 
ernment,” local property owner Paulo 
Gongalves, whose land was expropri- 
ated during the evictions, told THE NEw 
AMERICAN in a phone interview. “What’s 
happening is all a fraud. This is an area 
where Indians have never lived, yet they 
are throwing all of those poor families out 
on the street.... There are now more than 
350 families living in just one school, with 
all of their belongings, they have no place 
to go, nothing.” 

Watching local news reports posted on 
YouTube helps grasp the enormity of the 
tragedy: the poor families living in squalor 
clutching crying children as they wonder 
where their next meal will come from. 
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Old women, young moms, and little kids 
all sobbed on camera, having lost every- 
thing they had. Many worried about being 
forced to live under a bridge. Even grown 
men, fathers, and grandfathers who sup- 
ported their families with hard work in the 
region for decades were largely unable to 
contain their tears as reporters interviewed 
them trying to salvage building materials 
from their ramshackle homes before the 
government destroyed them. 


History Behind the Dispute 
The history of the land is somewhat in dis- 
pute, but authorities now claim that in the 
1960s, the former Brazilian government 
expelled local Indians from the region 
and moved them hundreds of miles away 
before selling off the land. The goal was 
supposedly to encourage Brazilians, agri- 
cultural producers in particular, to settle 
the area, which saw a steady influx of new 
residents over the following decades. 

Many locals and even outside analysts, 
however, question whether the 
land was really inhabited by In- 
dians at all. Even some Xavante 
Indians, who are set to receive 
the lands, have spoken out, ex- 
plaining that their people always 
lived in another region with an- 
other climate and type of vegeta- 
tion. “Despite what Funai [the 
Justice Ministry’s Indian depart- 
ment] says, these lands were all 
forests,” said one Xavante Indian 
in front of a packed audience of 
local residents, who cheered as 
he spoke. “With all of the Indian 
lands that exist in Brazil, why 
would the police come here? ... 
This is theirs,” he said, referring 
to existing residents and proper- 
ty-deed holders. 

Another Indian present at the 
rally agreed, saying, “The Justice 
Ministry only supports things 
that aren’t right.” Again, the local 
residents celebrated. “I already 
told them this before: Xavantes 
never existed in the forest, they 
existed only in the cerrado [a 
vast tropical savanna covering 
the plateaus of central Brazil].” 

Official documents obtained 
by THE NEw AMERICAN confirm 
the Xavantes’ statements while 
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showing that the govern- 
ment has been lying. First of 
all, despite the claims of one 
Xavante village chief who 
critics say was offered gov- 
ernment help in exchange for 
supporting the land grab, the 
Xavante Indians never lived 
in that area and mostly don’t 
want the land. Two official 
documents issued by Funai, for example 
— one from 1971 and another from 1974 
— certify that no Indians ever lived on the 
land in question. 

Another report obtained by THE NEw 
AMERICAN, issued by a Brazilian congres- 
sional delegation that visited the area in 
late November on a fact-finding mission, 
also shows that the Brazilian government 
has been less than truthful when it comes 
to the numbers. 

Among other startling revelations, the 
documents say that the process of handing 
the land in question to the Xavante Indi- 


Socialists shake: Brazilian President Dilma Rousseff (left), a “former” 
communist terrorist hand-picked by Lula da Silva to succeed him, meets 
with UN boss Ban Ki-moon. Both want to disempower people. 


“Indigenous peoples have the right to the 
lands, territories and resources which 
they have traditionally owned, occupied 
or otherwise used or acquired,” a UN 
document states. 


ans really began at the UN Conference on 
Sustainable Development held in 1992 in 
the Brazilian city of Rio de Janeiro. Ac- 
cording to the report, a large company that 
owned part of the land said it would donate 
it to Indians, a process that eventually fell 
through. In 1993, though, the government 
officially issued its decree purporting to 
transfer the whole area to Indians. 

Even more startling is what the report 
confirms about the Xavante Indians and 
their relationship to that land. Accord- 
ing to four separate members of the tribe 
quoted in the report who were interviewed 
by officials, “The true land 
occupied in remote times by 
the Xavantes was actually ex- 
propriated by a government 
agency for its agrarian reform 
schemes. For convenience, 
Funai shifted the perimeter 
to the area in conflict. Those 
areas were covered with for- 
est, and the Xavantes are not 
Indians of the forest but of the 
cerrado.” All of the Xavantes 
who met with the commission 
were unanimous in support- 
ing those facts, according to 
the report. 

Another document shows 
there are a total of 14,000 Xa- 
vante Indians, and the tribe 
already possesses around 
3.5 million acres of land in 
the state of Mato Grosso. 
Incredibly, the state govern- 
ment offered to provide an- 
other massive tract of land — 
larger and in better condition 
than Suia Missu — to avoid 
the mass evictions. The fed- 
eral government, however, 
refused, insisting on throw- 
ing out the thousands of resi- 
dents from their villages and 
homes instead. 
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Lest there was any doubt about whether 
the authorities actually care about the In- 
dians, critics pointed to Rio de Janeiro. 
According to a recent Associated Press 
report, officials there are currently evict- 
ing large numbers of Indians — a whole 
settlement, in fact — to make way for new 
infrastructure and buildings for the up- 
coming soccer World Cup and Olympics 
to be held there in 2014 and 2016. 

In other parts of Brazil, especially in the 
Amazon, whole Indian communities are 
being, and have been, uprooted by author- 
ities to make way for government proj- 
ects, according to Indian rights activists. 
Ironically, many of them are complaining 
to the UN about the injustices, citing the 
UN declaration, but the global body has 
remained largely silent so far. 

The UN and Greenpeace, though, were 
heavily involved in promoting the appar- 
ently bogus Xavante-Suia Missu narrative 
during the recent Rio+20 “sustainable de- 
velopment” conference in Rio de Janeiro, 
parading a small group of Indians around 
the premises in between ceremonies wor- 
shipping “Mother Earth” and calls for a 
planetary regime. Greenpeace, of course, 
has an atrocious record when it comes to 
indigenous people: Its actions have liter- 
ally destroyed more than a few Native 
American communities under the guise of 
pseudo-environmentalism, according to 
experts who spoke with TNA in Rio. 

The legal process surrounding the evic- 
tions, meanwhile, has been notorious for 
its lack of justice: Critics, citing lies by 
Funai and voided property deeds, say the 
proceedings are nothing but outright fraud. 
Still, the courts ruled in 2010 that the ex- 
ecutive decree kicking all non-Indian resi- 
dents out of the area without compensation 
for the loss of their property and homes 
could move forward. Shortly after that, the 
decision to force residents off their land 
was put on hold. In May of 2012, another 
court said the relocation could proceed. 

That decision was also halted, but the 


At the end of 2012, federal Brazilian 
police and military personnel, some 


wearing UN insignia, forcibly relocated 
whole communities in Brazil at gunpoint. 
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Pawns in propaganda: Xavante Indians, set to receive expropriated lands, dance at the UN 
Rio+20 “sustainability” conference. If the UN gets its way, the ownership of private property will 
cease to exist, lost under the guise of environmentalism. 


Brazilian Supreme Court eventually de- 
cided that the evictions could proceed as 
planned. Residents were notified on No- 
vember 7 that they should pack what they 
could and go, or face the full fury of the 
federal government. A few reportedly left, 
enticed by government promises to cer- 
tain eligible small farmers of welfare and 
new land somewhere else, but many more 
stayed. Ranchers and farmers with larger 
properties were offered nothing. 
“According to Brazilian law, as the in- 
vaders remained illegally on Indian land, 
knowing that it is federal property, they 
are not entitled to any compensation,” a 
spokesperson for Funai told THE NEw 
AMERICAN. “Nevertheless, the Brazilian 
government acts to resettle those who 
meet the criteria of the Brazilian Agrarian 
Reform Policy.” According to sources on 
the ground, not a single person had been 
“resettled” as of January 18, when the 
evictions were finally completed. 


“This is just one more case among many. 
The policy of Brazil’s leftist 
government is to dismantle 
the country to deliver it all 
to ‘native reserves,’ which 
are nothing more than in- 
struments of billionaire 
foreign Non-Governmental 
Organizations (NGOs),” ex- 
plained renowned Brazilian 


writer and philosopher Professor Olavo 
de Carvalho, who has played a key role 
in exposing the well-orchestrated socialist 
takeover of Latin America. Indeed, Indi- 
ans that have not joined broader society, 
who make up a fraction of one percent of 
the Brazilian population, now occupy al- 
most 15 percent of the nation’s landmass 
on government-established reservations. 
Many of those sit atop vast mineral de- 
posits and other riches, and citizens are 
becoming suspicious. 

Of course, land expropriation in Brazil 
is nothing new — for decades, the gov- 
ernment has been stirring up animos- 
ity against “big” farmers and “wealthy” 
ranchers, seizing and redistributing their 
property in its push for what it calls “agrar- 
ian reform.” In neighboring Venezuela, so- 
cialist strongman Hugo Chavez has been 
stealing massive amounts of land from its 
owners, as well, a trend that has been ac- 
celerating since he disarmed law-abiding 
citizens with strong support and backing 
from the UN last year. 

“The goal of destroying the rural sec- 
tor in Brazil, one of the strongest in the 
world, is far from complete,” Brazilian 
liberty-minded activist and farmer Walber 
Guerreiro told THE NEw AMERICAN, noting 
that, like all communists, the current gov- 
ernment leaders of Brazil hope to smash 
independent-minded farmers and ranch- 
ers. “But it is an absolute priority for the 
Marxist agenda.” 
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Perhaps even more alarming, Guerreiro 
pointed to the military vehicles being used 
to terrorize and evict local residents that 
bore the UN insignia used by international 
“peacekeeping” forces. Video documenta- 
tion showed, and Brazilian federal authori- 
ties confirmed to THE NEW AMERICAN, that 
troops and equipment sporting the UN logo 
are indeed involved in the operation. 

Guerreiro touched on widespread sus- 
picions of UN involvement. However, 
federal officials in Brazil claimed in an e- 
mail to TNA that the controversial global 
organization was not actually involved in 
the evictions. Instead, Funai said, the sol- 
diers and equipment had recently returned 
from “peacekeeping” operations abroad, 
hence the insignia. 

After the regime is done with farm- 
ers and ranchers, though, new classes of 
victims will find themselves in the cross- 
hairs. “Nothing guarantees civil security 
in the Workers’ Party’s (PT) Brazil, and 
this process will not end with just the 
persecution of farmers,” Guerreiro con- 
cluded. “In the end, everyone will have 
their property expropriated, exactly like 
what happened in Cuba, the paradise of 
the PT’s dreams.” 

The so-called “pink tide” sweeping 
over Latin America, however, is being led 
in part by top Brazilian Workers’ Party 
officials, who currently hold power, col- 
laborating with totalitarian regimes in the 
region. As THE NEW AMERICAN has docu- 
mented extensively, a shadowy network of 
socialist and communist political parties, 
as well as Marxist terror groups known as 
Foro de Sao Paulo — founded by former 
Brazilian President Luiz Inacio “Lula” da 
Silva, communist tyrant Fidel Castro, the 
Sandinistas, and others — now dominates 
Latin American politics. 

Indeed, socialist and communist forc- 
es are still making significant progress 
throughout the region, with major sup- 
port from abroad and just a handful of 
national governments resisting the trend. 
Considering the recent birth of the Union 
of South American Nations (UNASUL 
or UNASUR) — a European Union-like 
transnational regime dominated by social- 
ists — the people of the entire continent 
are facing the very real prospect of tyr- 
anny in the not-too-distant future. What 
justification is used — the environment, 
“economic justice,” Indians, “social jus- 
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Acting on the UN’s agenda: President Obama, standing beside Native Americans, endorsed a UN 


agreement requiring the surrender of lands “traditionally” occupied by indigenous people, which 
critics say is another tool to advance globalist goals. 


tice,” so-called sustainable development, 
climate change, or others yet to be devised 
— will matter little to the victims. 


Brazilians are already starting to under- 
stand what the UN means when it seeks to 
“preserve the environment” or bring “jus- 
tice” to Indians. Whether Americans ever 
come face to face with similar scenarios 
depends largely on a number of factors. 
However, the UN has made it clear in its 
official documents that, across the world, 
private property rights must be curtailed 
and eventually dismantled. 

“Land cannot be treated as an ordinary 
asset, controlled by individuals and sub- 
ject to the pressures and inefficiencies of 
the market,” the UN claimed in a report on 
“Human Settlements” that sparked outrage 
worldwide. “Private land ownership is also 
a principal instrument of accumulation and 
concentration of wealth and therefore con- 
tributes to social injustice; if unchecked, it 
may become a major obstacle in the plan- 
ning and implementation of development 
schemes.” 

Then there is the UN’s Agenda 21, which 
seeks to transform human civilization by 


stripping private property rights and erect- 
ing a planetary regime to centrally plan the 
global economy. The plot is already being 
implemented across the world — and even 
in the United States, despite never having 
been ratified by the U.S. Senate, as required 
by the Constitution. Some states and local 
governments are fighting back, but the bat- 
tle will be long and hard if Americans and 
liberty are to emerge victorious. 

No matter the excuses cited, however, 
it has become clear that the UN has little 
interest in the causes it purports to sup- 
port — except insofar as they help advance 
the agenda for global control and central- 
ized power. As such, the American public 
would be wise to resist. Indeed, virtually 
every source in Mato Grosso who spoke 
with TNA said the American people may 
be their only hope for justice. 

Ending foreign aid and subsidies to the 
Brazilian government and other hostile 
regimes would be a good place to start, at 
least to help the victims in Latin America 
trying desperately to preserve their free- 
dom. U.S. withdrawal from and defunding 
of the UN, however, would help immense- 
ly and immediately to reduce the danger 
altogether, worldwide. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


Exposing the Con Game of Man-made Climate Change 


Once a belief such as human-caused climate change gains a critical mass of believers, 
it is difficult to stamp out — even when it’s clearly wrong. This book aims to change the 


belief of everyday people. 


The Mad, Mad, Mad World of Climatism: 
Mankind and Climate Change Mania, by 
Steve Goreham, New Lenox, Illinois: New 
Lenox Books, 2012, 301 pages, softcover. 


by T. Dan Tolleson 


ith today’s media drumbeat of 
impending catastrophes trig- 
gered by man’s destructive 


effects on our climate, Steve Goreham’s 
latest book certainly does add cognitive 
dissonance to the public square. This book 
forthrightly exposes the lack of scientific 
evidence for what Goreham calls the ide- 
ology of “Climatism” — the hypothesis of 
dangerous man-made climate change — 
with which Climatists try to justify all of 
their urgently promoted, but demonstrably 
misguided, policy initiatives. 

After illustrating the worldwide extent 
of Climatism in the first two chapters of 
The Mad, Mad, Mad World of Climatism, 
Goreham soundly demonstrates that there 
is no scientific evidence supporting the hy- 
pothesis of dangerous man-made climate 
change. And therefore, climate change is 
not the existential threat to life on Earth, 
as fanatical proponents of Climatism want 
you to believe. But that’s not all — in sub- 
sequent chapters, Goreham shows that the 
entire, fantastic structure of alleged conse- 
quences of man-made climate change is as 
flimsy as a house of cards, and that many 
opportunists promoting climate legisla- 
tion have been profiting quite handsomely 
from the ideology of Climatism. With his 
straightforward and often humorous com- 
pilation of vital evidence exposing the 
flaws in Climatist arguments, Goreham, 
a scientist with an M.S. in Electrical En- 
gineering, methodically dismantles Cli- 
matism, along with all the madness that 
Climatism has spawned. 

Let’s start our analysis where Goreham 
examines the faulty hypothesis of Clima- 
tism: the idea that man-made CO, dan- 
gerously influences the climate. It is true 
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that water vapor, CO,, methane, and other 
trace gases are known to exert a “green- 
house” warming effect upon the Earth. 
However, as CO, increases, its greenhouse 
effect diminishes logarithmically, so that 
increasing levels of CO, have a diminish- 
ing warming effect. He uses analogy to 
make his point: 


Just as adding more blankets to the 
first blanket on your bed provides a 
diminishing warming benefit, adding 
more CO, to the atmosphere has a 
declining warming effect. Doubling 
of atmospheric CO, from 280 parts 
per million to 560 parts per million, 
whether from natural or man-made 
causes, would by itself increase 
Earth’s surface temperature by only 
1.2°C. 


It is also true that the atmospheric concen- 
tration of CO, has risen over the last 50 
years, from 315 parts per million in 1958 
to 392 parts per million today — about a 
24 percent increase, with only a minimal 
warming effect. 

But what is causing that increase? Man 
currently releases into the atmosphere 
about 22 billion tons of CO, per year. That 
may seem like a large amount — but in 
what context? Natural forces all around 
us — decaying plants and trees, volca- 
noes, ocean out-gassing of CO,, etc. — 
release into the atmosphere an estimated 
781 billion tons of CO, per year, which is 
roughly counterbalanced by an estimated 
re-absorption of 788 billion tons of CO, 
per year into living plants and into the 
oceans. Man’s CO) output per year is less 
than three percent of the totals released by 
the combination of all natural forces and 
man — about 803 billion tons. 

Furthermore, it is worth noting for con- 
text that the oceans are a huge reservoir 
of 139 trillion tons of CO . According 
to Goreham, “50 times more CO, is dis- 
solved in Earth’s oceans than is found in 


the atmosphere.” (Emphasis in original.) 
Man’s yearly output of CO, is only 0.016 
percent of the oceans’ total reservoir — a 
proverbial “drop in the bucket.” And when 
natural forces warm oceans, the oceans 
then release CO,, which could explain the 
recent rise in concentrations of CO). 

According to Goreham, “about 75 
percent of the greenhouse effect is due 
to water vapor and clouds, and of the re- 
maining portion, about 19 percent is due 
to carbon dioxide, with 6 percent due to 
methane and other gases.” And since “only 
about three percent of the CO, placed into 
the atmosphere each year is from human 
emissions,” therefore, at most, “mankind 
is responsible for only about one percent 
of the greenhouse effect!’ (Emphasis in 
original.) 

“In conclusion,’ writes Goreham, 
“man’s contribution to the greenhouse ef- 
fect is about one percent of the total, but 
when we also consider evaporation, con- 
vection, and the forces of weather, human 
influences are an even smaller share than 
one percent of the total heating or cooling 
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greenhouse 


arithmically, so 


Is of CO, have a 


of Earth’s surface. This means that if we 
halted all man-made emissions, we might 
not even be able to measure the change 
in Earth’s temperatures.” (Emphasis in 
original.) Thus, ordinary weather ob- 
scures man’s negligible contribution to 
the greenhouse effect — against a back- 
ground of gargantuan natural forces on 
the Earth and in the oceans that are con- 
stantly releasing and re-absorbing vast 
quantities of CO, that are several orders 
of magnitude larger than man’s compara- 
tively tiny output of CO,. 

So, do Climatists acknowledge that 
man’s proportionally minuscule produc- 
tion of CO, couldn’t possibly change the 
climate? Oh, no-o-o! Instead, they try to 
save the hypothesis of man-made climate 
change with a secondary hypothesis that 
warming caused by CO, could increase 
concentrations of water vapor, which in 
turn could add to the initial warming effect 
of CO,. Thus, “Water vapor is expected to 
amplify the greenhouse warming effect of 
carbon dioxide.” 

Is there any evidence to support this 
secondary hypothesis of warming from 
water vapor triggered by CO? No. The 
rise in water vapor predicted by this hy- 
pothesis “does not appear.” 

Then are Climatists willing to accept 
the lack of evidence for their secondary 
hypothesis? No way! Too much is at stake! 
Instead, they filibuster the scientific results 
that contradict their secondary hypothesis 
by repeatedly blaming and finding fault 
with the scientists who have shown that 
there is no evidence to support the ampli- 
fying role of water vapor on contextually 
minuscule quantities of man-made CO). 

In contrast to the demonstrably false 
assumptions of Climatism, Goreham 
presents plenty of scientific evidence 
that climate change is driven by natural 
forces, specifically by the interactions of 
solar cycles, cosmic rays, and cloud cover. 
For all practical purposes, we human be- 
ings have only a negligible influence on 
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climate change — 
contrary to what 
Climatists would 
have you believe. 
In this context, it is 
worthwhile to point 
out that the histri- 
onic alarmism char- 
acteristic of Clima- 
tism is simply incompatible 
with biblical appreciation of 
God’s superintending care 
for His Creation ( — e.g., 
Job, chapters 38-42). 

But if there is no scien- 
tific evidence to support 
Climatism, why does it still 
persist? Goreham’s book is 
replete with mind-boggling 
examples of Climatists 
using the media, the law, 
and education to ensconce 
the idea of Climatism in 
majority opinion. As Alexis 
de Tocqueville observed in 
early America, once an idea is thought to 
be supported by the majority, the dynam- 
ics of what de Tocqueville calls “major- 
ity tyranny over thought” ensure that this 
idea will be very difficult to dislodge. He 
explains: 


Steve 
Goreham 


The more alike men are, the weaker 
each feels in the face of all. Finding 
nothing that raises him above their 
level and distinguishes him, he loses 
his self-confidence when he comes 
into collision with them. Not only 
does he mistrust his own strength, 
but even comes to doubt his own 
judgment, and he is brought very 
near to recognizing that he must be 
wrong when the majority hold the 
opposite view. There is no need for 
the majority to compel him; it con- 
vinces him. 


For more than 25 years, Climatists have 
promoted the propaganda of man-made 
climate change in a shameless attempt to 
perpetuate Climatism and the madness built 
upon it, while discouraging most people 
from questioning it. Most people still lack 
the knowledge, as well as the inclination, to 
analyze and then reject the faulty hypothe- 
sis of dangerous man-made climate change. 

Thankfully, Steve Goreham and other 


alert citizens have been confronting Cli- 
matism by igniting a very public intellec- 
tual fire to expose and thereby neutralize 
the falsehood of dangerous man-made 
climate change. According to Goreham, 
“This book will help you sort fact from 
fiction in the global warming debate. It 
will remove the fear and paranoia that you 
and your family may be feeling from daily 
bombardment of climate change nonsense 
from work, school, and community.” 

Goreham does make two fairly common 
political mistakes. He mistakenly refers to 
our polity as a “democracy,” and he seems 
to be unaware of the unconstitutionality of 
his well-intended suggestion to reallocate 
taxpayer money from attempting to miti- 
gate climate change, to helping the world’s 
poor. But in the context of the cornucopia 
of scientific insights into Climatism that 
Goreham provides, these political errors 
are minor blemishes. 

In a recent personal interview, Goreham 
pointed out, “This is the first climate book 
that’s fun to read. It is aimed at regular 
citizens. It is meant to be interesting. Of 
course this book presents a comprehen- 
sive analysis of the science involved, but 
I also want to recommend Chapter 12 — 
“You Can’t Make This Stuff Up’ — which 
shows what some people will do under the 
influence of Climatism.” 
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Early Christmas Gift 


An anonymous Texas police officer gave 
25-year-old Hayden Carlo an early Christ- 
mas present during a routine stop. 

Carlo had been pulled over by the Plano 
police officer for driving with an expired 
registration, reports Fox2Rio. Carlo told 
the officer that he had been unable to pay 
for his renewed registration because he was 
struggling financially. Carlo recalls his con- 
versation with the officer. “I don’t have the 
money,” he told the officer. “It was either 
feed my kids or get this registration done.” 

The officer did not say anything else, 
but handed the driver a folded citation. 
When Carlo unfolded the citation, he 
found a $100 bill inside. 

Carlo admits that he “broke down” in 
his car. “What else can you do?” he asked. 
Carlo states that he was able to use the 
money that the officer generously provided 
to renew both his registration and his wife’s. 

The story of this officer’s kindness 
may never have been made public had 
it not been for Carlo’s grandfather, Billy 
McIntire, who was so moved that he con- 
tacted the department. “I get emotional 
when we talk about this type of thing,” 
says McIntire. “You just don’t find that 
many officers who would do this type 
of thing.” The police officer wishes to 
remain unidentified, but according a de- 
partment spokesman, he has a history of 
doing good deeds. 

Plano Police Department spokesperson 
David Tilley told NBC News that the po- 
liceman’s actions were “purely out of the 
goodness of his heart.” 

The officer’s colleagues are planning to 
honor him for his act of kindness. 

Meanwhile, the officer made his mark on 
Carlo. “He helped me out when I needed it, 
and I appreciate that,’ Carlo told KHOU. 
“T'll never forget that man,’ Carlo says. “It 
definitely restored my faith in God.” 


Heroes Rescue Child 


Nine-year-old Tawaiian Holmes was rid- 
ing her scooter on a sidewalk in Brook- 
lyn, New York, on December 19 when she 
became one of the victims in a three-car 
accident. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


CBS local news reported that a livery 
cab struck a sedan and an SUV, causing 
one of the vehicles to jump the curb and 
pin Holmes underneath. Tawaiian’s moth- 
er witnessed the horrific accident. She told 
WCBS, “All I see is her head underneath 
the car.” Fortunately, several onlookers ran 
to the scene to offer their assistance. 

Russell Greene arrived at the scene 
quickly, but did not know there was a 
child trapped underneath the vehicle until 
he felt the little girl tap his leg. “This is 
when she hit my leg and I didn’t even see 
her,” Greene said. “I tried to pick it [the 
vehicle] up, I couldn’t do it.” 

Within seconds, however, five other 
people rushed to the scene to help. They 
managed to lift the vehicle and free 
Holmes, who had suffered two broken legs 
and a broken pelvis. “I grabbed her face 
and I told her to be calm, “Do you like to 
jump rope?’” Greene recalled. 

Despite being able to help rescue the 
girl from beneath the vehicle, however, 
Greene wished he could have done more. 
“I should’ve been a doctor. I feel like I 
should’ve known something else,” he said. 

Brooklyn Borough President Marty 
Markowitz honored the heroes whose ac- 
tions helped to save the little girl. “Your 
actions are an inspiration to all of us and 
more proof that when we work together 
we can achieve anything,’ Markowitz said. 
“T’m proud to stand with six Brownsville 
heroes.” Tawaiian also had the opportunity 
to thank the men who rescued her. 


Community 
Offers Assistance 


A tragic fire in Haltom City, Texas, dev- 
astated a local community and left be- 
hind a grieving woman to cope with the 
loss of her children and mother. The fire 
killed Maritza Garces, 52, and three of 
her grandchildren — five-year-old Gene 
Rayos, three-year-old Jayleen Rayos, 
and two-month-old Jaime Moran, Jr. — 
leaving Maritza’s daughter, 23-year-old 
Yessenia Garces, behind to deal with the 
devastating loss of her mother, nephew, 
and two children. 


“T lost my world in a blink of an eye,” 
she said. “I lost my only children, my mom 
who was my supporter, my backbone, my 
everything at one time,” Yessenia told 
local NBC news. 

Yessenia was overwhelmed not just by 
the loss of life, but by the cost of bury- 
ing four of her family members. Accord- 
ing to her, the funeral costs were between 
$50,000 and $60,000. 

“And I don’t know where I’m going to 
get that money,” Garces said. “That’s why 
I’m asking for anybody’s help.” 

Fortunately, Yessenia has not had to 
do it alone. Local NBC News reported, 
“A group of her close friends held an im- 
promptu fundraiser at Club Chrome, a Fort 
Worth club where Garces use to work. 
Katherine Garza said she and another 
friend stayed up the entire night working 
to make food for the fundraiser.” 

Smoked brisket was served at Club 
Chrome at a cost of $5 per plate, but many 
of the attendees donated more than the 
cost of the food. 

Katherine Garza organized the fund- 
raiser with her brother and a few friends, 
and was proud to announce that the event 
raised $1,500. 

“A lot of people we didn’t even know 
showed up and donated,” she said. “She’s 
a really good friend,” Garza added. “We 
wanted to contribute and make as much 
money as possible for her and her family.” 

“It’s hard to have a funeral for four 
people. It’s hard enough to pay for one,” 
said Club Chrome manager Noe De La 
Rosa. “We’re just trying to help her out 
as much as we can and show her she is 
not alone.” 

Yessenia’s family and friends have also 
set up a fund at Wells Fargo Bank called 
the Garces Family Fund where they en- 
couraged donors to contribute. 

Another fundraiser at Club Chrome 
took place January 19. 

The help from the local community 
has meant a lot to Garces. “They made 
me realize that I’m not in this alone,” she 
said. “I have my dad still, I got my sis- 
ters and they’re going to get me through 
this.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Instituting the 


Affecting most everyone: 
In 1920, only 12 percent 

of American workers were 
required to pay the federal 
income tax. By the 1980s, 
more than 85 percent were. 


- « 


Income Tax 


The passage of the 16th Amendment — the income tax — into law caused profound 
changes throughout the United States. Not surprisingly, though the amendment was 
sold as a tax-the-rich plan, that wasn’t its real intention. 


by Jack Kenny and John Larabell 


History Month, Valentine’s Day, 

Lincoln’s and Washington’s Birth- 
day, and Groundhog Day. But February of 
2013 is especially significant, as this month 
is the 100th anniversary of the ratification 
of the 16th Amendment empowering Con- 
gress to impose the federal income tax. For 
Americans in 2013, the federal income tax, 
automatic withholding, the IRS, and filing 
tax forms by April 15 are just a way of life. 
In fact, it is likely that most Americans are 
unaware that prior to 100 years ago, there 
was no federal income tax, with the excep- 
tion of a short period when an income tax 
was used to help finance the Civil War. 


Where We Began 


Prior to 1913, the U.S. government was 
much smaller than today, and the taxes 


fF ebruary: Americans think of Black 
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it collected through means other than an 
income tax were sufficient to finance fed- 
eral government operations. For example, 
tariffs were placed on imports and excise 
taxes (similar to our modern sales tax) 
were placed on the sale of certain items 
such as horses and carriages, etc. “Indi- 
rect” taxes such as these were taxes on 
consumption rather than income, offering 
the citizen the option of controlling his tax 
burden by limiting his purchases. Accord- 
ing to Article I, Section 2 of the Constitu- 
tion, any type of “direct” tax, i.e., on a per- 
son directly, which could arguably include 
a person’s income, had to be apportioned 
among the states on a per-capita basis: 


Representatives and direct taxes shall 
be apportioned among the several 
states which may be included in this 
union, according to their respective 
number, which shall be determined 


by adding to the whole Number of 
free Persons, including those bound 
to servitude of a Term of Years, and 
excluding Indians not taxed, three- 
fifths of all other persons. 


So clearly any federal taxes on income 
would have to be applied uniformly, with 
each state contributing an amount pro- 
portionate to its population. That was the 
limitation the Constitution placed on di- 
rect taxes collected by the federal govern- 
ment. This limitation prevented the U.S. 
government from making first claim to the 
wealth of the people, effectively deciding 
how much income the people would be al- 
lowed to keep. On the other hand, as noted 
above, with the indirect taxes — particu- 
larly tariffs — that were the principal 
means for financing the federal govern- 
ment prior to the advent of the income tax, 
the people could to a large extent escape 
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or limit the tax via their buying habits, and 
a government dependent upon tariffs and 
other indirect taxes for revenue could only 
raise the taxes so high without defeating 
the revenue purpose of the tax. Alexander 
Hamilton in 1787 expressed this eloquent- 
ly in The Federalist, No. 21: 


It is a signal advantage of taxes on 
articles of consumption, that they 
contain in their own nature a security 
against excess. They prescribe their 
own limit; which cannot be exceeded 
without defeating the end proposed, 
that is, an extension of the revenue. 
When applied to this object, the say- 
ing is as just as it is witty, that, “in po- 
litical arithmetic, two and two do not 
always make four.” If duties are too 
high, they lessen the consumption; 
the collection is eluded; and the prod- 
uct to the treasury is not so great as 
when they are confined within proper 
and moderate bounds. This forms a 
complete barrier against any material 
oppression of the citizens by taxes of 
this class, and is itself a natural limi- 
tation of the power of imposing them. 


America’s early leaders understood the 
devastating effect taxes could have upon 
the liberty of a country’s citizens. As 
Supreme Court Chief Justice John Mar- 
shall wrote in the 1819 case McCulloch v. 
Maryland, “The power to tax is the power 
to destroy.” 


Enter Karl Marx 

In 1848, Karl Marx declared in his Com- 
munist Manifesto that a progressive tax on 
personal income was one of the 10 essen- 
tial measures to ensure a communist revo- 
lution in an advanced country in order to 
bring about his fabled “classless society.” 
Socialist and communist ideas gained mo- 
mentum in many parts of Europe, and it 
wasn’t long before they reached America. 
Various attempts to impose a progressive 
federal income tax — making the rich pay 
a higher percentage than the poor — soon 
appeared in this country. The Revenue Act 
of 1861 was a federal income tax used to 
raise revenue to fund the Civil War. It was 
a flat tax of three percent on annual in- 
come above $800. The following year, 
this was replaced with a graduated (pro- 
gressive) tax from three to five percent on 
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income above $600 in the Revenue Act of 
1862, which ended in 1866. 

Even these temporary income taxes 
were unconstitutional, as they were a per- 
centage of income rather than being ap- 
portioned. But the movement to impose 
a progressive federal income tax didn’t 
stop. The Socialist Labor Party advocated 
a graduated income tax in 1887, and the 
Populist Party demanded the same in its 
1892 platform. The Populist Party, led 
by central-bank proponent William Jen- 
nings Bryan, advocated the income-tax 
law passed by a Democratic-led Congress 
in 1894. This was the first peacetime in- 
come tax, with a rate of two percent on 
income over $4,000, an amount that few 
people made in those days. The following 
year (1895) the Supreme Court ruled this 
tax unconstitutional in Pollock v. Farmers’ 
Loan and Trust Company. 

In order to enact a progressive federal 
income tax in America — a socialist idea 
— the citizens and the legislature had to 
be convinced that it was in the best inter- 
est of the people. This was not overly dif- 
ficult considering the prevailing political 
ideas of the time. The year 1913 was part 
of the Progressive era in our nation’s his- 
tory. Populists and Progressives (essen- 
tially socialists) feared the concentration 


a federal income tax. 


of wealth and power into a few private 
hands, a concern that eclipsed the earlier 
fear of the Founders of too much wealth 
and power concentrated in the hands of a 
central government. Even before Teddy 
Roosevelt’s “Progressive Party” of the 
1912 election, there were progressives 
in both the Republican and Democratic 
Party who ostensibly wanted to put more 
power into the hands of the people, act- 
ing through their representative govern- 
ment, by taking it away from the “robber 
barons” and other “malefactors of great 
wealth.” For by this point in time, vast 
fortunes had been amassed by the titans 
of industry, such as the Rockefellers, 
Carnegies, and Vanderbilts. Wealth and 
power were being concentrated into the 
hands of fewer and fewer people at the 
top. This offered a perfect excuse to in- 
stitute a progressive tax with the idea that 
it would “soak the rich.” 

Interestingly, the progressive income 
tax was originally backed strongly by 
the rich themselves. Senator Nelson Al- 
drich of Rhode Island, for example, a 
man widely known to be John D. Rock- 
efeller’s “inside man” in the Senate, was 
a principal proponent of a federal pro- 
gressive income tax made legal by an 
amendment to the constitution. This is 
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not surprising, for although the “progres- 
sives” who championed the income tax 
claimed that it would be a tax on the rich 
and that it would help the little guy, in 
reality it was largely a tax on the middle 
class. This is mainly because the wealthy, 
through the use of trusts and tax-exempt 
foundations, are able to escape much of 
their tax burden yet still have great influ- 
ence and power over business, banking, 
and government. There was a significant 
difference between the propaganda and 
the reality; the populism championed by 
the progressives and populists was not 
the “share the wealth” program they por- 
trayed it to be, but a control-the-wealth 
program. Under the guise of helping the 
little guy, the elites worked hard to imple- 
ment an income tax. In keeping with the 
ideology of its primary backers, the new 
income tax was to be a “progressive” tax 
— one in which the tax rate increases as 
the taxable base income increases. 


Omniscient Observers? 

Senator Norris Brown of Nebraska first 
proposed an income-tax amendment to the 
Constitution with Senate Resolutions 25 
and 39. The amendment proposal finally 
accepted was Senate Joint Resolution 40, 
introduced by Senator Nelson Aldrich, the 
Senate majority leader and Finance Com- 
mittee chairman: 


ARTICLE XVI: The Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes 
on income, from whatever source de- 
rived, without apportionment among 
the several States, and without regard 
to any census or enumeration. 


On July 12, 1909, the resolution propos- 
ing the 16th Amendment was passed by 
the 61st Congress and was submitted to 
the state legislatures. Not all states were 
initially in favor of an amendment, how- 
ever. Many knew the imposition of the in- 
come tax would mean the rise of a federal 
revenue bureaucracy that extended from 
Washington, D.C., throughout the coun- 
try and into the personal and business 
transactions of every American and every 
business. Private transactions would no 
longer be private; government would be 
able to monitor what everyone was doing. 
Richard E. Byrd, speaker of the Virginia 
House of Delegates, voiced his concerns 
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on March 3, 1910, during the debate on 
whether to ratify the 16th Amendment: 


ness to show their books and disclose 
the secrets of their affairs. They will 


It means that the state must give up 
a legitimate and long established 
source of revenue and yield it to the 
Federal government. 

It means that the state actually in- 
vited the Federal government to invade 
its territory, to oust its jurisdiction and 
to establish Federal dominion within 
the innermost citadel of reserved rights 
of the Commonwealth. 

This amendment will do what even 
the 14th and 15th Amendments did 
not do — it will extend the Federal 
power so as to reach the citizens in the 
ordinary business of life. A hand from 
Washington will be stretched out and 
placed upon every man’s business; the 
eye of a Federal inspector will be in 
every man’s counting house. 

The law will of necessity have in- 
quisitorial features, it will provide 
penalties. It will create a complicated 
machinery. 

Under it, businessmen will be 
hauled into courts distant from their 
homes. Heavy fines, imposed by dis- 
tant and unfamiliar tribunals, will 
constantly menace the taxpayer. An 
army of Federal inspectors, spies 
and detectives will descend upon the 
state. They will compel men of busi- 


dictate forms of bookkeeping. They 
will require statements and affida- 
vits. On the one hand the inspector 
can blackmail the taxpayer and on 
the other, he can profit by selling his 
secret to his competitor. 

When the Federal government 
gets a strangle hold on the individual 
businessman, state lines will exist 
nowhere but on the maps. Its agents 
will everywhere supervise the com- 
mercial life of the states.... | am not 
willing by any voluntary act to give 
up revenue which the State of Vir- 
ginia herself needs, nor to surrender 
that measure of state’s rights which 
was, and the construction of the Fed- 
eral courts have permitted to remain. 


In 1910, New York Governor Charles 
Evans Hughes opposed the income-tax 
amendment. While he supported the idea 
of a federal income tax, Hughes believed 
the words “from whatever source derived” 
in the proposed amendment implied that 
the federal government would have the 
power to tax state and municipal bonds. He 
believed this would excessively centralize 
governmental power and “would make it 
impossible for the state to keep any prop- 
erty.” Support for the amendment did not 
relent, however. All three candidates in the 


The Internal Revenue Service occupies this huge building in Washington, D.C., out of which 
come “swarms of Officers to harass our people, and eat out their substance.” 
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1912 presidential election — 
Progressive, or “Bull Moose 
candidate” Teddy Roosevelt, 
Republican William Howard 
Taft, and Democrat Woodrow 
Wilson — supported the tax. 
The ratification was complete 
on February 3, 1913. The Rev- 
enue Act of 1913 was enacted 
shortly thereafter to impose a 
new progressive tax, but it was 
a far cry from the tax burden 
Americans face today. Annual 
income below $20,000 (or 
about $460,000 in 2012) was 
taxed at one percent with an 
exemption of $3,000 (or nearly 
$70,000 in 2012); many Amer- 
icans effectively paid no fed- 
eral income tax. A “super tax” 
was instituted to really soak 
the rich, with an additional 
one-percent tax on successive 
income brackets over $20,000 
up to $500,000. Thus, an in- 
dividual earning $500,000 
(nearly $11.6 million in 2012) 
would effectively pay a seven- 
percent federal income tax. 


“Progressive” Purpose 

While certainly not oppres- 
sive when compared to to- 
day’s income-tax schedule, 
the new federal income tax represented a 
radical departure from the type of govern- 
ment Americans had lived under prior to 
the income tax. It gave the federal govern- 
ment access to potentially huge amounts 
of revenue that the government could 
then tap to finance various programs, 
very much including unconstitutional 
programs. Of course, even with increased 
funds available via the income tax, spend- 
ing money on unconstitutional programs is 
still unconstitutional, but with the federal 
government now possessing the means to 
siphon vast streams of money out of the 
pockets of the American people into the 
coffers in Washington, the temptation to 
tap this resource to empower Washington 
was clearly too great to resist. The trans- 
fer of revenue and power to Washington 
not only strengthened Washington but also 
weakened the states, which themselves are 
republics (not provinces) in our federal 
system of government and possess pow- 
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U.S. Senator Nelson W. Aldrich (R-R.1.) 
Rockefeller, Jr. and grandfather of Vice President Nelson Rockefeller, was 
also the father of the 16th Amendment, authorizing a federal income tax. 


ers not transferred to the national govern- 
ment by the U.S. Constitution. The very 
fact that the income tax now imposed on 
the American people is a progressive tax 
means the tax serves the purpose not only 
of providing the U.S. government with a 
powerful means of obtaining revenue, but 
also enables the government to redistribute 
the wealth. And with the creation of a de 
facto central bank (the Federal Reserve), 
also in 1913, the federal 
government has been essen- 
tially freed from budgetary 
restraints, since it can now 
simply print money to cover 
operating expenses if rev- 
enue is insufficient. 

In 1946, Beardsley Ruml, 
then chairman of the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York, 
wrote an article in American 
Affairs in which he explained 
the real function of the in- 


father-in-law of John D. 


come tax. The article was 
entitled, interestingly, “Taxes 
for Revenue Are Obsolete.” 
Rum! theorized that with the 
Federal Reserve, an institu- 
tion and mechanism were in 
place to provide the federal 
government with a constant 
and virtually unlimited flow 
of dollars. That, of course, is 
inflationary, so Ruml believed 
that income taxes served the 
purpose of dampening infla- 
tion by lowering demand, a 
measure achieved by reduc- 
ing the purchasing power of 
the masses by taking money 
out of their paychecks. 

That was but one purpose 
of taxation, according to 
Ruml. The other was the re- 
distribution of wealth from 
one class of citizens to an- 
other. Though done under the 
banner of social justice and 
equality, the real purpose was 
to supplant the decisions of a 
free people in a free market 
with the rule of the masters of 
a planned economy. As Rum] 
put it in his own words: 


The second principal pur- 
pose of federal taxes is to 
attain more equality of wealth and 
of income than would result from 
economic forces working alone. The 
taxes which are effective for this pur- 
pose are the progressive individual 
income tax, the progressive estate 
tax, and the gift tax. What these taxes 
should be depends on public policy 
with respect to the distribution of 
wealth and of income. These taxes 


With the federal government 
possessing the means to siphon \ 
streams of money out of the poc 
the American people into the c 
Washington, the temptation to ta 
resource to empower Washing 


clearly too great to resist. 


should be defended and attacked in 
terms of their effect on the charac- 
ter of American life, not as revenue 
measures. 


For a while the populist pipe dream of 
taxing the rich seemed a reality, but soon 
the true socialist agenda of eliminating the 
bourgeois middle class became evident. 
By 1920, only 12 percent of the adult 
population paid an income tax. By 1940, 
that percentage had doubled. In 1942, the 
“temporary measure” of automatic with- 
holding was instituted but never ended. 
Withholding gives the federal government 
the first crack at everyone’s income. The 
government now takes what it wants and 
needs for its many projects, most of them 
unconstitutional, and leaves the income 
earner the rest. By 1960, more than two- 
thirds of American adults were paying the 
income tax, with most of it withheld from 
every paycheck. By the 1980s, estimates 
were that 75 to 80 percent of the nation’s 
adults were paying the tax and that taxes 
on incomes amounted to 25 percent of all 
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earnings, with taxes from all sources — 
federal, state, and local — moving above 
the one-third mark. Though the first grad- 
uated income tax hit very high earners at 
only seven percent, by 1921, the effective 
top rate had been pushed to 73 percent for 
those earning over $1 million. The 1954 
Tax Code contained 24 brackets begin- 
ning with a rate of 20 percent for income 
under $2,000 (about $17,000 in 2012) and 
ending with a ridiculous 91 percent on in- 
come over $200,000 (about $1.7 million 
in 2012). The tax rates have been subse- 
quently lowered several times since then, 
but still remain oppressively high com- 
pared to what they were in 1913. 


Fear the Feds 


What the income tax has done to economic, 
social, and personal freedom in the United 
States is remarkable. Investigating, target- 
ing, and auditing of individuals, many 
times as reprisals for public statements or 
political activity unwelcome by those in 
power, has become a staple of American 
social and political life. For instance, the 
right to privacy has had a 
big hole blown in it, and 
the power of bureaucracy 
has been expanded enor- 
mously. Many Americans 
live in fear of a tax audit, 
and the tyranny and ter- 
ror of the IRS in some in- 
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Progressive, but not so oppressive: The 1913 federal income-tax form would likely shock 
today’s taxpayers. Most paid no tax at all due to a generous exemption, while the upper middle- 
class and rich paid taxes ranging from one percent to seven percent. 


stances approaches that of the former So- 
viet KGB. Governments should live in fear 
of the people, not the other way around. 
That may have been the case in America 
at the end of the 18th century when the 
Constitution was adopted, but it is surely 
not the case now. 

With a strong central government em- 
powered by a federal income tax, Ameri- 
can society of today would be nearly un- 
recognizable to those living and working 
before 1913. The recipients of govern- 
ment aid or wealth redistribution have 
become increasingly dependent on gov- 
ernment. And the war machine, fueled 
by both the income tax and the Federal 
Reserve, has made the U.S. government 
feared throughout the world. The redis- 
tribution of wealth has even been made 
international through foreign economic 
and military aid, all paid for courtesy of 
the U.S. taxpayer. By the end of World 
War II, the master planners had created 
not only the United Nations, NATO, and 
other entangling alliances, but the World 
Bank and the International Monetary 
Fund, all useful for placing the people’s 
money at the disposal of the master class 
that would use it to further their rule in 
the political, social, and economic life of 
the world. They have strong allies in the 
institutions that are supposed to buttress 
and expand the liberty and the welfare 
of the American people, from schools 
and other government institutions, to the 
news media and institutions of higher 
learning, both public and private. The 
greatest allies are the twin evils of igno- 
rance and apathy. 

Americans need to be made aware of 
the fact that the concept of a federal pro- 
gressive income tax is based upon uncon- 
stitutional principles foreign to our early 
republican form of a limited central gov- 
ernment with strong protections on states’ 
rights and individual liberties. The fact 
that the 16th Amendment was added to the 
Constitution does not change those prin- 
ciples. The 16th Amendment must be re- 
pealed and the federal government limited 
to its constitutional powers for freedom to 
return to our Republic. The only way that 
this can happen is if Americans know the- 
issues, and elect constitutionally-minded 
legislators. The strongest defense against 
institutionalized tyranny remains an edu- 
cated and aroused American people. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Fire Victim Shoots Intruder 


A victim of a fire at his residence also 
became a burglary victim. KPRC out of 
Houston, Texas, reported on December 27 
that a Harris County resident had a three- 
alarm fire at his townhome complex the 
day after Christmas. The man’s unit sus- 
tained smoke and water damages and did 
not have running electricity. 

A criminal tried to exploit the trag- 
edy to attempt to steal from an easy tar- 
get. The resident was in his unit when he 
heard glass breaking. Going downstairs 
to investigate, he witnessed a man climb- 
ing through a window. Thankfully, the 
resident has a concealed handgun permit 
and had his firearm on him. He yelled at 
the trespasser to halt, but the man contin- 
ued into the unit, at which point the resi- 
dent fired his weapon, fatally injuring the 
burglar. “I value human life and I hated 
that this person put me in this position. I 
hate it,’ the resident told KPRC. “If they 
backed out the window, all I’d have is just 
a broken window. When they told me he 
expired, I wept.” 


Anonymous Aid 


A story out of Houston, Texas, restores 
some hope for mankind. KHOU reported 
that a man was being robbed at gunpoint 
on January 11 when strangers came to his 
rescue. The victim, Kevin Dorsey, had just 
walked back to his car when a man dressed 
all in black and wearing a ski mask put a 
gun to his chest. Dorsey was terrified as the 
robber took his wallet, cellphone, and car 
keys. After the robbery, Dorsey ran down 
the street. As he was running, two men 
in a Mercedes asked him what happened. 
Dorsey told them, and to his surprise, the 
men caught up with the suspect and began 
shooting at him. The robber fired back, but 
the unknown vigilantes were ultimately tri- 
umphant in the gun fight. The robber, who 
sustained gunshot wounds from the fire- 
fight, tried to get away by jumping a fence, 
but was attacked by a German shepherd, 
which prevented him from escaping. Police 
apprehended him at the scene and arrested 
him. Dorsey was grateful to the strangers 
who came to his aid and told the news “I 
don’t believe in guns.... I don’t own a gun. 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: ESS EE. 


I’m totally at the mercy of my saviors. 
They obviously sent two angels to help me. 
These people protected me when I couldn’t 
protect myself.” 


Heroic Mom Saves Twins 


A mother’s use of a gun in self-defense 
sent shockwaves across the nation as 
Americans are embroiled in a raging gun 
control debate. CBS News out of Atlanta, 
Georgia, reported on the story. The moth- 
er, who was home with only her nine-year- 
old twins, saw a suspicious man outside 
her window on January 4 around | p.m. 
The woman called her husband, who was 
at work, and told him about what was 
happening. Her worst fears were con- 
firmed when the strange man began try- 
ing to break in a door with a crowbar. The 
husband immediately called 911 to report 
what was happening, while simultaneous- 
ly staying on the phone with his wife and 
talking her through the traumatic ordeal. 
The husband kept his cool and gave 
his wife the best advice he could. He 
told her to get their .38-caliber revolver. 
The husband had just taken his wife to a 
range a few weeks earlier and showed her 
how to fire a pistol. He told her, as was 
recorded on the 911 call, “Just remember 
everything that I showed you, everything 
I taught you, all right?” The intruder burst 
into the house and heard the screaming of 
the mother and her children. Highlighting 
his deadly intentions, the criminal chased 
after the woman and her children as they 
fled, following them into the attic. The 
mother readied her weapon, and her hus- 
band encouraged her to shoot the intruder. 
She had her gun ready when the suspect 
opened the door to the crawlspace where 
they were hiding. The woman frantically 
fired her gun to defend her life and the 
lives of her children. The shouts of the 
husband can be heard from the 911 calls. 
“Shoot him again! Shoot him!” She con- 
tinued to fire until she used all six of her 
bullets. Five shots hit the attacker. The in- 
jured assailant fled the scene in his auto- 
mobile, but crashed the car into a nearby 
wooded area, owing to the wounds he 
suffered. The injured burglar was hospi- 
talized in intensive care, and authorities 


reported that he had an extensive criminal 
record. The husband was grateful that his 
family was saved thanks to the bravery of 
his wife. “My wife is a hero. She protected 
her kids. She did what she was supposed to 
do as a responsible, prepared gun owner,” 
he told news affiliate WSB. 

Sheriff Joe Chapman agreed that the 
mother had no choice but to defend herself 
and her children. Chapman told the news 
that “had it not turned out the way that it 
did, I would possibly be working a triple 
homicide, not having a clue as to who it is 
we're looking for.” 


Burglar Gets Scrapped 


Station KXII out of Grayson County, 
Texas, reported on January 15 of a shooting 
at Stinky’s Scrap Metal in Sherman, Texas. 
The Grayson County Sheriff’s Office is 
still investigating the early morning shoot- 
ing after getting a call that an employee had 
shot an intruder, but Lt. Rickey Wheeler 
says there were two intruders trespassing 
at Stinky’s, attempting to steal scrap metal. 
The senior citizen who owns Stinky’s, 
79-year-old Lucien Hines, confronted the 
intruders and shot one in the leg. The other 
intruder fled and is still being sought by au- 
thorities. The injured suspect is in intensive 
care at a nearby medical center. 

According to KTEN News, Hines no- 
ticed copper and brass was disappearing 
from Stinky’s Scrap Metal, so for four 
nights he turned on the outside lights 
and waited for thieves. Around 3 a.m. on 
Jan.15, Hines says, they showed up and 
started taking things. 

“They drove one of my pickups around 
from the north side of the warehouse and 
that’s where I could get to them at, they 
were dragging stuff around to load it there 
and already got some stuff down there 
under the hill,’ said Hines. Hines says 
after about an hour, he confronted them, 
and when they started to run, he fired. “I’m 
sorry that it had to end this way, I am,” 
Hines told KTEN News. “I just told them 
the party was over with.” 

“They wouldn’t stop. I hit one of them 
and I shot four or five times at the other 
one and he ran off.” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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It’s Easy Being Green ... 
but Costly 


ITEM: An article in the National Jour- 
nal for January 10 entitled “State of the 
Union Stakes: Guns, Debt, and Climate 
Change Give Obama Shot at Immortality” 
offers advice to the chief executive on the 
“major issues of life and death” that give 
him the “opportunity to become a truly 
transformational president.” 

In the case of “climate change,” the 
transformed name for “global warming,” 
Ron Fornier writes: “The president de- 
clared climate change a global threat, ac- 
knowledged that the actions of humanity 
were deepening the crisis, and pledged to 
do something about it if elected. His case 
was bolstered this week when scientists 
concluded that last year’s 55.3 degree av- 
erage demolished the previous record, set 
in 1998, by a full degree Fahrenheit.” 

Cited was the reporting of the New York 
Times, which had a “chilling factoid,” said 
the Journal writer. As he paraphrased: 
“Nobody who is under 28 has lived through 
a month of global temperatures that fell 
below the 20th-century average.” 

ITEM: On January 17, the Washington, 
D.C., paper called The Hill reported on 
the Keystone XL pipeline that has the 
potential to bring Canadian oil from Al- 
berta tar sands to refineries in the U.S. 
Gulf Coast. Zack Colman wrote in the 
Capitol Hill publication: “Environmental 
groups and Democrats want Obama to nix 
the pipeline. They have concerns about 
greenhouse gas emissions, and point to a 
messy and costly oil sands pipeline spill in 
Michigan’s Kalamazoo River as a reason 
to deny the project.” 

ITEM: The Hill said on January 16 that 
“carbon tax proposals have gained fresh 
attention in policy and climate activist 
circles in recent months as a way to curb 
emissions and perhaps raise new revenue.” 
CORRECTION: It would be hard to come up 
with a set of policies more likely to drive 
the economy deeper into the ground than 
those demanding higher taxation and more 
regulations — all based on hope, change, 
and dubious, if not bogus, projections. 
Many of the long-term climate claims, it 
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Extensions of belief: The unreliability of wind turbines, combined with their costs in the way of 
money, material, and energy input, makes them futile for powering the country. Only climate-change 
hysteria and government aid cause them to flourish — wasting money. 


should be noted, are spun by scientists 
eager to remain in favor with the gov- 
ernment powers-that-be that bestow the 
grants upon which their livelihood and 
reputations depend. 

As for the extrapolations of scorching 
doom, what the global warmists want us 
to ignore is that the “lower 48” United 
States make up approximately two per- 
cent of the surface area of the globe, 
hardly reflective of the entire planet. A 
blip in some reported domestic tempera- 
tures in a given year is being exaggerated 
into a global calamity. 

Yet when those with a longer-term view 
and a different interpretation of the num- 
bers point out that it was even warmer in 
the 1930s in the United States, well before 
anyone was worried about greenhouse-gas 
emissions, the alarmists argue that doesn’t 
matter because, you guessed it, the United 
States has only a minuscule portion of the 
land area on Earth. 

Moreover, the global satellite record at 
the University of Alabama at Huntsville, 
which is maintained by John Christy and 
Roy Spencer, discloses that last year was 
the ninth warmest year around the globe 
since 1979 — which is hardly grounds for 
panic or radical policymaking decisions 
by the federal government. 


Patrick Michaels, a former University 
of Virginia professor who is the director 
of the Center for the Study of Science at 
the Cato Institute, says his “green” friends 
are increasingly troubled by “the lack of a 
rise in recent global surface temperatures. 
Using monthly data measured as the de- 
parture from long-term averages, there’s 
been no significant warming trend since 
the fall of 1996. In other words, we are 
now in our 17th year of flat temperatures.” 

Then there are the conclusions of ex- 
perts Tom Harris and Tim Ball. The former 
is executive director of the International 
Climate Science Coalition; Ball is a for- 
mer climatology professor at the Universi- 
ty of Winnipeg. Writing in the Washington 
Times, they noted that all of the tempera- 
ture proclamations of the National Climat- 
ic Data Center (NCDC) “must be taken 
with a large grain of salt.” Here is why: 


Until the use of thermocouple tem- 
perature indicators became common 
in the U.S. climate network, tempera- 
tures were determined with mercury 
thermometers that are, at best, only 
accurate within 0.9 degree Fahren- 
heit. Even today, many U.S. stations 
only record temperatures to the clos- 
est whole degree. Thus, breaking the 
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1936 high temperature record by 0.2 
degrees F, as NCDC claimed oc- 
curred last July, is not meaningful. 
This change falls within the uncer- 
tainty of the measurement. It is akin 
to being alarmed that the moon has 
moved a millimeter closer when we 
can only measure the Earth-moon 
distance to within a few centimeters. 

All that was recorded for most of 
the United States was minimum and 
maximum temperature for each day. 
The NCDC’s so-called average daily 
temperatures were derived by simply 
computing the average of the mini- 
mum and maximum temperatures. 
This is not a true average, however, 
since it does not take into account 
how temperatures varied throughout 
the day. 


Furthermore, Real Science blogger Steven 
Goddard pointed out in a January 9 post- 
ing entitled “2012 Didn’t Crack The Top 
Ten For Record Maximums”: 


NOAA has inflated the 2012 record 
maximum number by adding new 
stations which didn’t exist during the 
hot years of the 1930s. That is a com- 
pletely illegitimate approach, suitable 
only for government workers. 

An apples to apples comparison 
uses only the same stations. When 
that is done, 2012 doesn’t even crack 
the ten hottest years. 


And he notes, in a response to a reader’s 
comment, “Any station which has been 
added in the last 30 years will have 366 
all-time records set during the last 30 
years.” 

Yet, allegedly rising temperatures sup- 
posedly caused by man-made emissions 
are still being used as excuses to retard 
energy development. The well-studied 
Keystone project from Canada is a case in 
point — and the president’s green allies 
want him to kill it. The president already 
is aware of its benefits, points out Michael 
Whatley, executive vice president of the 
Consumer Energy Alliance, in terms of the 
jobs and energy it would provide: 
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Happy days for some: If Obama heeds the words of his radical environmentalist supporters and 
blocks the Keystone XL pipeline from Canada, which has been thoroughly analyzed to make it 
safe, hundreds of thousands of jobs are at stake. Such is the cost of progressives’ progress. 


He knows that according to the State 
Department’s first environmental re- 
view the pipeline would “have a de- 
gree of safety over any other typically 
constructed domestic oil pipeline sys- 
tem under current code.” He knows 
that since the Nebraska reroute, and 
the second review by NDEQ [Ne- 
braska Department of Environmental 
Quality], it’s only gotten safer. 

The President knows the pipeline 
will deliver an additional 830,000 bar- 
rels of oil per day to U.S. refineries, 
and with the completion of the pipe- 
line, our imports from Canada could 
reach four million barrels a day by 
2020. He knows this will help reduce 
our dependence on Persian Gulf na- 
tions for our energy supply. He also 
knows the project could create another 
500,000 jobs by 2035, according to a 
2011 study by the Canadian Energy 
Research Institute (CERI). 


However, environmental leftists have been 
fixated on blocking the pipeline. Giving 
the nod to the green crowd on this issue 
might well transform Obama’s legacy in 
such circles. 

In the meantime, what can’t be killed 
outright can be taxed and regulated into 


near submission. Adding more levies and 
regulations as a supposed way to cure the 
“man-made warming” of the planet ap- 
peals largely to those who think the world 
rotates around taxes. 

There is already more than enough taxa- 
tion and regulation in the energy and envi- 
ronmental spheres. Consider the “Regulato- 
ry Report Card” put out by the D.C.-based 
Competitive Enterprise Institute. As noted 
by Ryan Young, a fellow in regulatory stud- 
ies at the institute, the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency’s budget, around $11 bil- 
lion, is fairly modest for federal agencies. 
Yet, that is less than one-30th of the cost 
of the EPA’s regulations. The overall cost 
of the agency is about $353 billion, from 
a total of $1.8 trillion for all agencies. The 
EPA by itself, he says, is responsible “for 
more than one-sixth of the entire federal 
regulatory burden,” more than Denmark’s 
entire GDP in 2011. 

There are more than numbers involved. 
When the regulators spew out their paper 
requirements, it cost jobs and hurts peo- 
ple. Two members of the House Energy 
and Power subcommittee have put mat- 
ters into perspective in this regard, point- 
ing out what is happening in the war 
against fossil fuels. Coal is being target- 
ed in particular by the Obama adminis- 
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tration. Representative David McKinley 
(R-W.Va.) and Morgan Griffith (R-Va.) 
observe that the total number 


of announced plant retirements na- 
tionwide is already more than triple 
the amount the EPA had predicted 
would be caused by its regulations, 
and studies suggest more closures 
are imminent. The American Coali- 
tion for Clean Coal Electricity re- 
ports that EPA regulatory policies 
already have contributed to the an- 
nounced retirement of more than 
250 coal-fired units, totaling more 
than 38,000 megawatts. The North 
American Electric Reliability Corp. 
recently issued its Long-Term Relli- 
ability Assessment, which showed 
that plants responsible for 20 percent 
of the nation’s coal-fired electricity 
generation may be lost by 2017. 
Coal miners and utility workers 
are most directly affected by the 
EPA’s anti-coal agenda, but studies 
show the layers of new regulations 
will have a significant effect on other 
sectors of the economy as well. Ac- 
cording to a study by the National 
Association of Manufacturers, the 
cumulative impact of six major new 
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EPA rules could cost manufacturers 
hundreds of billions of dollars and 
eliminate millions of American jobs. 


The administration has its favorites, of 
course. While the coal miners are getting 
clobbered, unproven industries are getting 
special soft treatment, including tax breaks 
and subsidies. With most eyes on other 
aspects of the “fiscal cliff’ negotiations at 
year-end, who thought of the algae grow- 
ers? Well, the Obama administration did. 
As noted by Audrey Hudson in Human 
Events, algae growers got breaks “to en- 
courage production of cellulosic biofuel, 
which still doesn’t actually exist but has 
been mandated by the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency (EPA) for use by refineries.” 
“Congress never fails to disappoint, 
even in times of fiscal crisis,” commented 
Charles Drevna, president of the American 
Fuel and Petrochemical Manufacturers. 
“Tn this case, by using taxpayers’ money to 
prop up a politically correct renewable en- 
ergy industry that would otherwise be non- 
existent without government subsidies.” 
There are lots of things the government 
doesn’t do well, but there are others at 
which it is particularly adept — such as 
punishing producers and killing jobs. One 
way to do both is to adopt a carbon tax or 


The color of money: It is doubtful that anyone is against being “green” on principle. So the question 
comes down to, “What should be done to make the planet cleaner and greener?” Environmentalists 
usually want to raise costs to discourage “dirty” energy, but that often does more harm than good. 
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its functional equivalent, a notion that still 
is being considered by the administration 
and its green comrades. 

The U.S. Energy Information Adminis- 
tration has examined just how much such 
a levy could cost the country. In a study re- 
leased last year, the agency discovered that 
if a tax of $25 per metric ton were imposed, 
followed by a five-percent annual increase, 
it would cut the income for a family of four 
by $1,900 in 2016. Through 2035, it would 
result in average annual income losses of 
$1,400. Around the house and in your car, 
you would feel the pinch too — to the tune 
of higher energy bills of $500 a year and 
an increase in the price of gasoline of 50 
cents per gallon. The aggregate loss of jobs 
would, by 2016, run to about a million. 
This, mind you, was for a “modest” tax. 

What does the nation gain from all this 
pain? Remarkably little. The unilateral 
cutting of greenhouse gases by the United 
States — the supposed object of the lev- 
ies that are under consideration — would 
have a less than modest impact. It would, 
point out Heritage Foundation economists 
David Kreutzer and Nicolas Loris, “not 
even make a dent on global emissions and, 
consequently, would do next to nothing to 
reduce global temperature.” The econo- 
mists continued: 


Even if the U.S. were to curb carbon 
emissions 83 percent below 2005 
levels by 2050 (what cap-and-trade 
bills required), it would reduce global 
temperatures by only a few tenths of 
a degree Celsius by the close of the 
century. 

This is because future carbon 
emissions will come overwhelming- 
ly from the developing world (China 
and India, for example), which 
shows little appetite for squeezing 
economic growth for the sake of the 
environment. 


We too have a modest proposal: Bundle 
all the presumptuous federal red tape into 
a very large ball, and then burn it. That 
would really fuel the transformation of the 
nation’s economy. 

— WILLIAM P. HoAaR 


43 


THE !,\5 WORD 


BY ALEX NEWMAN 


Blatant Media Bias 


further evidence of the 

blatant bias and disregard 
for the truth displayed by the 
increasingly discredited es- 
tablishment press, the cover- 
age — or lack thereof — of 
two recent demonstrations in 
Washington, D.C., provided 
a perfect illustration. One tiny 
protest was seeking more gun 
control and was promptly plas- 
tered all over the front pages. 
The other march, which was 
virtually ignored by the press 
despite record-breaking atten- 
dance, sought protection for the lives of unborn children. 

On January 25, more than 500,000 people, according to reli- 
able estimates, converged on the capital for the annual pro-life 
March for Life. They came from all across the country in sup- 
port of protecting the lives of unborn children to mark the 40th 
anniversary of the Roe v. Wade Supreme Court decision, which 
improperly purported to legalize the killing of babies by invent- 
ing “rights” not listed in the Constitution or anywhere else. 

Despite the massive size of the historic march, the media barely 
noticed it. According to the non-partisan Media Research Center, 
the marches did not garner a single “syllable of coverage” from 
ABC or CBS. While ABC could not find the time to mention the 
demonstration for life that evening, though, it was certainly not 
because there were too many other critical stories to tell. 

“Anchor Diane Sawyer made time for an update on the sup- 
posed controversy over complaints Subway’s ‘foot-long’ subs are 
sometimes only eleven inches long. Horrors,” noted Brent Baker, 
vice president for Research and Publications at the Media Research 
Center, on January 26. “Sawyer allocated 28 seconds to this.” 

There were plenty of newsworthy events going on at the 
March for Life, too. “Can a nation long endure that does not 
respect the sanctity of life?” asked U.S. Senator Rand Paul (R- 
Ky.), one of the many lawmakers who spoke at the rally. “Can a 
nation conceived in liberty carry its head high if it denies protec- 
tion to the youngest and most vulnerable of its citizens?” 

If the record-breaking march complete with top national lead- 
ers was mentioned at all in newspapers, it was barely a footnote. 
The few outlets that did cover it often used pictures of a few pro- 
abortion supporters to illustrate the article, drawing fury from 
readers. Many media outlets did not a have a single word about 
the massive demonstration at all. 

In fact, the huge story was ignored so completely that it never 
even hit the “top stories” section in Google news, offering fur- 
ther proof that the establishment press all but ignored the enor- 
mous demonstration. Most of the major papers and “media” 
outlets simply pretended the March for Life never happened. 


I f Americans needed any 
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Imagine, though, if over 
500,000 people had marched 
on Washington for higher 
taxes on the rich, gun con- 
trol, in support of killing ba- 
bies, or other statist causes. 
Analysts say the press 
would have been all over it 
for weeks, asking lawmak- 
ers why they were ignoring 
the will of the people. When 
more than half-a-million 
Americans demand an end 
to the legalized slaughter of 
millions of babies, however, 
not even a peep was heard 
from most of the establishment press. 

Compare that media coverage to the attention lavished on a 
pitifully minuscule “march” the next day demanding more in- 
fringements on the unalienable right to keep and bear arms, which 
was the top story on Google news for hours. While some media 
estimates acknowledge fewer than 1,000 actually participated 
in the demonstration despite other claims, the tiny event favor- 
ing more restrictions on the Second Amendment became instant 
front-page news across America, complete with lies and distor- 
tions about the numbers in attendance. 

USA Today had its homepage covered with articles about the 
rally. “Thousands rally in Washington for gun control,” read the 
headline of the paper, which was quickly ridiculed in the com- 
ment section of the article. “Despite chilly temperatures and 
snow-covered ground, supporters came from around the country 
came to make their statement,” the paper “reported,” despite the 
same chilly temperatures endured by hundreds of thousands of 
pro-lifers assembled the day before that never got mentioned. 

The Washington Post, while celebrating the rally in prominent 
articles, offered a slightly more realistic estimate on the num- 
bers, saying “nearly 1,000 people” had joined the march. CBS 
was also more accurate when it said that “close to a thousand” 
had demanded more restrictions on unalienable rights. Analysts, 
and especially gun rights supporters and pro-life activists, how- 
ever, ridiculed the press for putting its hostile and deceptive bias 
on full display for the world, helping to further discredit the 
already widely mistrusted establishment media. 

As the phony, media-driven gun-control “debate” continues, 
and as the press continues to ignore the grievances of millions 
of Americans to push the establishment’s anti-liberty and anti- 
American agenda instead, mainstream media credibility is likely 
to continue plummeting. Out of the ashes of what critics have 
started calling the “lamestream media” or the “dinosaur press,” 
however, the alternative media are rising, growing by leaps and 
bounds even as the deceitful establishment “news” outlets con- 
tinue their death spiral into irrelevance. 


AP Images 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ FEBRUARY 18, 2013 


QUANTITY PRICE 


Freedoms 
Be LOST at Sea? 


U.N. Me 


In a film that exposes the incompetence and corruption at the heart of the United Nations, 
filmmaker Ami Horowitz takes us on a harrowing, yet often hilarious, trip through the farcical 
world of the United Nations. (2012, 33min, cased DVD, $14.95) DVDUNM 


Will Our Freedoms Be LOST at Sea? 

Law of the Sea Treaty opponents maintain that the accord’s few benefits — most of which are 
already enshrined in international law — are dwarfed by its price: granting an unaccountable, 
UN-created body control over 70 percent of the Earth’s surface. (2012, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 
100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPLOST21 


Trans-Pacific Partnership — Reprint 

The drafting of the Trans-Pacific Partnership — another treaty deemed a “free trade agree- 
ment” — is being overseen by big corporations, not Congress, and the TPP would exempt 
foreign companies from U.S. laws and regulations, including environmental regulations. (2012, 
8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPTPP 


United Nations: On the Brink of Becoming a World Government 

The United Nations has entities claiming jurisdiction over the world’s food, including agricul- 
ture and vitamins, as well as over global health, water, international law, trade, firearms, and 
the environment. Only two things stop it from becoming a world government — a source of 
money and sovereignty-protecting politicians. And those two things are being dealt with. (2012, 
12pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPUNBWG 


TOTAL PRICE 


Name 


Address 


TOTAL City 


WIRESIDENTS ADD ~—SHIPPING/HANDLING 
5% SALES TAX (SEE CHART BELOW) 


SUBTOTAL 


CL) Check 


For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. 


Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping 


$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 


UNITED NATIONS 


UNITED 
NATIONS 


BIBS. ore = 
4jDOS.0rg = 


Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org 


Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 


OVISA 
() Money Order ©) MasterCard LU) American Express 


INSIDE THE 
UNITED NATIONS 


8 


getUSout.com 


Inside the United Nations 

The United Nations has been in existence for 
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